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subjects to protect them: in all lawful pursuits at 
home and abroad? Is it one of the duties of a 
Government (for | am always more in the habit of 
speaking of duties than of rights) to protect its 
citizens or its subjects in all lawful pursuits, at 
me or abroad? I apprehend that there can be 
» difficulty in answering this question in the af- 
frmative. No one who has studied the duties of 
Governments—who has made that matter a part 
of his thoughts aud refiections—will hesitate for a 
moment to answer in the affirmative. 1 will not 
doubt that every Senator here has made that sub- 
ject a part of his consideration and of his study. 
I conclude, therefore, that it is the duty of x Gov- 
ernment so to protect its citizens or its subjects. 

The next question I ask is, were spoliations 
committed by France prior to 1800 on-citizens of 
the United States in the lawful pursuit of their 
business or their éommerce? No Senator who 
has read the history of the times will hesitate to 
answer that question in the affirmative. It is set- 
tled, beyond doubt, that large and extensive spolia- 
tions were committed by the authority of France, 
, Government on the other side of the Atlantic, 
on our citizens when pursuing their lawful avo- 
cations. 

What follows then? It follows that, if this was 
done, it was the duty of this Government to ask, 
demand, have and receive indemnity; and if, by 
no other means it could be got, to bring that suit 
known to the laws of nations as the ultima ratio. 
It was the duty of this Government first to ask, 
to demand, to enforce, receive from France, and 
then pay over to our citizens, a full indemnity for 
the injuries which they sustained in the pursuit of 
their lawful business and commerce. 

lask, did our Government do this? True, I 
will be answered, they did make application after 
application. Time after time they applied to the 
French Government for indemnity for wrongs 
done our citizens in the pursuit of their commerce 
and trade; but what was the result? Did our Gov- 
ernment demand? did they enforce the claim? did 
they sue for it? did they receive the indemnity ? did 
they pay itover? Some of these questions must 
be answered in the affirmative, and some in the 
negative. The Government did ask—did demand 
indemnity. The United States never did sue for 
it; but they received it, and put it into their own 
coffers. They received itas an equivalent for what 
they owed France for the non-performance of our 
obligations to her. We have released her from 
the obligation, and we are bound to discharge it 
ourselves. ‘ 


A citizen of the United States, or of any Gov- 


i 


ernment, cannot speak to a foreign Government. | 
The only means by which he can speak, or make | 


known his grievances to a foreign Government, is 
through the agents of his own Government. It is 
always the business and always the duty of a 
Government thus to speak for its citizens and en- 
force their rights and justclaims. In this case the 
citizen’s right was abandoned’ by the action of the 
Government, expressly cut off, expressly waived, 


annihilated, and placed upon the sheulders of the | 


Government at home. 


Sir, I know that the debates and documents 
upon this subject have shown that the Adminis- 
tration, when our merchantmen were rather draw- 
ing in their adventures, and hesitating to go to sea 
for fear of further and more ruinous captures, 
advised them by public proclamation to go on 
with their commerce, to push it to any extent, to 
all portions of the earth where they had a right 


to go, and that the Government would indemnify | 
I care not, however, about any such de- | 


them. 


P - 
Claration on the part of ourGovernment. Jt was | 


only reaffirming what is the eternal 


Government to do, and the immutable right of the 


citizen or subject to havedone. No Government, 
Just coming into existence, need reaffirm and ac- 
knowledge upon paper all its rights and obliga- 
tions to its citizens. They are well known, and 
well understood. 
Government, whether imperious or liberal, wheth- 


» th rh 
er 1e voice of the people controls, or whether an 
indi 
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duty of the | 


Whatever may be the form of | 


ment to its citizens or subjects is alike the same. 
It is of no use to say to me that the Constitution 
of the United States has provided that private 
property, as in this instance, Shall not be taken 
for public use without just compensation. That 
is only a reassertion of, it is only reducing to 
paper in the Constitution what is the immutable 
law of right or wrong, what all Governments 
which recognize civilization as their rule, and the 
laws of nations as entitled to consideration, are 
bound to do. 

The whole of it results in simply this, without 
going into the whole history of the transaction: 
that the Government of the United States has 
not protected its citizens in their lawful pursuits; 
that it has appropriated the proceeds, which it 
should have collected and paid over to our citizens, 
to its own use, and putit inits own coffers.. In 
other words, the Government of the United States 
has used these claims as a set-off, as it is termed 
in law, against the obligation which it owed t 
France. Then in what condition are you placed, 
unless you disgorge an equal amount and pay it 
to your citizens? 

i can see but one way of doing justice. FT envy 
not the man who has a bias or prejudice against 
these claims growing out of the long delay which 
has ensued since they were first presented. | 
wish to lead him to a different conclusion. I ad- 
mit—and it is my only regret connected with this 
matter—that | blush for the injustice of my coun- 
try, when I recollect that for more than half a 
century my fellow-citizens have begged here, year 
after year, at the door of the National Legislature, 
demanding justice, demanding that you shal! dis- 
gorge from the Treasury their money, which you 
have wrongfully, wantonly, and wickedly placed 
there. 

Mr. ADAMS. I ask for the yeas and nays on 
the question of ordering the bill to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WELLER. As the yeas and nays have 
been ordered on this question, I shail be driven to 
the necessity of making a single remark in explan- 
ation of my vote. I have been accustomed to 
vote against this bill. I believe I uniformly voted 
against it when I was a member of the House of 
Representatives. I never took the trouble, I must 
confess, to investigate it. There was a very large 
amount of money involved in it, and there was so 
strong an outside influence at that day brought to 
bear in its favor, that my prejudices were very 
naturally excited against it. During the present 
session of Congress, being confined temporarily 
to my room by indisposition, 1 took occasion to 
investigate the whole subject, and read with great 
attention the very learned speech made by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Delaware on this subject 
some years ago, and | arrived at the conclusion 
that this was a just and equitable demand against 
the Government. 

Entertaining the opinions which I do, no matter 
what the amount may be, I dare not vote against 
the bill, and therefore I shall be compelled to stand 
upon the record as having voted upon both sides 
of the question; and all who know me know the 
fact that I am in the habit, from my positive char- 
acter, of remaining in the wrong until most of my 
friends have discovered the fact before I did. 

The question, ‘* Shall the bill be engrossed for 
a third reading?’’ was taken by yeas and nays, 
with the following result: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Dawson, 
Evans, Fish, Foot, Hamlin, Houston, James, Joves of Ten 
nessee, Mallory, Morton, Ptarce, Pettit, Pratt, Sebastian, 
Seward, Shields, Smith, Sumner, Toombs, Wade, Weller, 
and Wright—26. 

NAYS—Measrs. Adams, Bright, Brown, Case, Chase, 
Clay, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, Fitz 
patrick, Jones of lowa, Mason, Norris, Rusk, Slidell, 
Walker, and Williams—16. 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 


| third reading. 


GRANT OF LANDS TO ILLINOIS. 
Mr. SHIELDS. I! move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill to authorize 


vidual controls it, the obligation of the Govern- || the State of Illinois to select the residue of the 





lands to which she is entitled under the act of the 
2d of March, 1827, granting land to aid that State 
in opening a canal to connect the waters of the 
Illinois river with those of Lake Michigan. The 
object of the bill is to make up a small deficiency 
which has occurred in a former grant of land. It 
is reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with nent. 


‘The motion was agreed to 


an amenay; 
; and the Senate , asin 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. 

It proposes to authorize the Governor of the 
State to select the balance of the lands to which it 
is entitled under the provisions of the act men- 
tioned, out of any unsold public lands in the State 
not claimed by preémption. 

The amendment reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands, was to insert after the word 
‘State’? the words *‘subject to private entry at 
$1 25 per acre;’’ so that the clause will read, that 
é ; 


' ’ 


he selection shall be made ‘‘out of any of the 
unsold public lands in said State subject to private 
entry at $1 25 per acre.’’ 

Mr. SHIELDS. 1 will merely state that the 
object of the bill is to make upa deficiency. The 
act mentioned in it gave a certain number of acres 
to the State. A small portion—a very smail por- 
tion of those acres—the Government sold, and the 
object is merely to make up for that deficiency. 
‘The bill has passed the Senate frequently; but has 
been lostin the House for want of time. 

The amendment was agreed.to. The bil! was 
reported to the Senate as amended, the amend- 
ment was concurred in, and the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
a third time, and passed. 


THE NEBRASKA TERRITORY. 


» he Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to organize the Territory of Nebraska. 

Mr. HOUSTON addressed the Senate in oppo- 
sition to the bill. He opposed it because it vio- 
lated the rights of the Indians, who are in pos- 
session of that territory, and the good faith of this 
Government, on which the [Indians relied when 
they treated to remove to it. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator from Texas is 
con siderably exhausted by his spéech to-day, and 
has not coneluded. I hope, therefore, that by 
unanimous consent the subject will be postponed 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOUSTON. .I am perfectly willing to go 
on, if there is the least anxiety that I should do 
so: but, in the condition of my voice, | prefer to 
desist. 

Mr. STUART. If the Senator will allow me 
the floor, I will move to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I understand the Senator to 
say that he is willing to go on. If so, 1 think it 
would be better to have him do so, as other per- 
sons expected to get the floor to-day to continue 
the debate. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will not act as we have 
frequently done with the Indians. I have said I 
was willing to go on and get through, and I will 
do so. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Waker 
in the chair.) There is a motion pending to post- 
pone the further consideration of the bill untal to- 
morrow. 

Mr. STUART. I made that motion, believing 
it to be but justice to the Senator from Texas. If, 
however, he is willing to go on, | withdraw the 
motion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, I will pro- 
ceed now—— 

Mr. STUART. Atthe suggestion of Senators 
around me, and certainly for the comfort of the 
Senator from Texas, I renew the motion to post- 
pone; and I hope there will be no objection to it. 

Several Senators. Certainly not. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. SHIELDS. 


I move that the Senate pro- 


/ ceed to the consideration of Executive business. 
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The question being taken, there were, on 4 di- 
vision—ayes 18, noes 12; no quorum voting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a 
quorum present, In the opinion of the Chaurr, if 
Senatora will vote. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on the motion. This is certainly an unusual hour 
at which to adjourn. 

The veas and nays were ordered, 
with the following re ult: 

Ml rs. Allen. Badger, Bayard, Brodhead, Chase 
Everett, Pish, Poot, Morton, 
> Phompson of Kentucky, 


I move that the Senate do 


and taken, 


Tones of Tennessee, 
id, Smith, Sumoer, 
Wade, and Wright—19 
VM rs. Adams, Bell, Butler, Cass, Clay, Clay 

las, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Gever, Houston, Hunter, 
latlory. Mason, Pearce, Pettit, Sebastian, Shields, 
Stuart, Walker, Weller, and William 4 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on the mation of the Senator from Llinois 


to. 


to proceed to the consideration of Executive busi 
ness 
The motion was agreed to—ayes 24, noes not 
counted. 
reeded 
and, after some 
time, the doors were reopened, and 
The Senate adjourned, 


The Senate accordingly nroe to the con- 


sideration of Executive busine 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, February 14, 1254. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wirtram TH. Minesurn. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The SPEAKER: presented to the House a mes- 
suce from the President of the United States, trans- 
mitting @ communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy, accompanied by thesecond part of Lieuten- 
ant Herndon’s report of the exploration of the val- 
ley of the Amazon and tts tributaries, made by him 
in connection with Lieutenant Lardner Gibbon, 
under from Navy Department; 
which was laid upon the table, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Also, laid before the Hlouse a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
of a wemorial to Congress from Charles 
Homer, contractor for the construction of the San 
Francisco marine hospital; which was laid upon 
the table, and ordcred to be printed. 

Also, laid before the House a communication 
from the Department of the Interior, transmitting 
a copy of a report from the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, dated the 6th instant, recommending 
that treaties made with the Indian tribes in 
Oregon and Washington Territories; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


Prayer 


Instructions the 


nm ¢ opy 


} 
be 


SURVEY OF CROW SHOALS AT CAPE MAY. 

‘he SPEAKER also laid before the Housea 
communication from the War Department, in an- 
swertoa resolution of the House of Representatives 
of the 30th ultimo, viz: ** That the Secretary of 
War be requested to communicate to this House 
any information which may be on file in his of- 
fice, in 7 ‘ference toa survey of Crow Shoals, at 
Cape May;” stating that the only information 
on the files of the Department on this subject will 
be found printed as Senate Document No. 155, 
second Twenty-Fifth Congress, and as 
Executive Document No. 433, and Report of 
Committees (H. R.) No. 1,050 of the same session 
of Congress; which was referred to the Committee 
of Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


BLUE Book. 


On motion by Mr. MURRAY, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Printing be discharged 
from the further consideration of the resolution which was 
referred to them, in reference to the propriety of printing 
five hundred extra copies of the Blue Book of the present 
year, for the use of the members of this House ; and that 
the same be laid upon the table 


On motion by Mr. MURRAY, it was 

Ordere?d, That the Committee on Printing be discharged 
from the further consideration of a resolution directing them 
to inquire into the expediency of reporting a resolution di 
recting the p inating of thirty thousand additional copies of 
the Mechanical and Agricultural Patent Office reports for 
1852-53, or the use of the members of the House ; and that 
the same be laid upon the table. 


session 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. _ 


On motion by Mr. MURRAY, it was : 


Ordered, That the Committee on Printing be discharged 
from the further consideration of the memorial ot Joseph 
L. Smith, representing that the pro-perity of the country 
willbe greatly prometed by the distribution, under authority 
of law, ot the President’s anuual message, with the accom 
panying documents, the Patent Office reports, Geological 
and Topographical reports, and such other documents as 
Congress nay deem appropriate, to each common school 
in the United States, for the use of the people of their re 
spective school districts; and that the same be 
the table. 


On motion by Mr. MURRAY, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Printing be discharged 
from the further consideration of the resolution of inquiry 
in regard to the printing of the Census report ; and also from 
the 


laid upon 


ijurther considerauon of the memorial of J. C 


nedy, in relation to printing the 


G. Ken- 
slatistics Ol manulactures. 
And it was referred to the Select Committee on 
Printing. 
PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I offer the fol- 
lowing resolution, from the Committee on Print- 
ing: 

Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the H 
of Kepresentatives, 


use 
thirty ihousand copies of the mechani 
cal part of the Patent Office report, and ten thousand copies 
tor the use of the Commissioner of Patents. 


Mr. CLINGMAN, 


suvg 


I would like to make one 
estion in that connection. [am very willing 
that there should be a liberal appropriation for the 
Patent Office report. If you print forty thousand 
copies of the mechanical part, it will give nearly 
two hundred to each member, which is 
more than we need of that document. 1 think it 
would be far better to print a small edition of this 
part, and a larger edition of the agricultural part. 
The whole community are anxious to get the 
agricultural part. L find, when I get two hundred 
copies of the mechanical part, that, in my district, 
there are not probably over twenty or twenty five 
persons who care anything about receiving it; and 
the mechanies who do get it find that the abstracts 


coples 


contained in the document are so imperfect that 
they derive but little practical use from them. 

On the other hand, if 1 had one or two thousand 
copies of the agricultural part | could dispose of 
them to very great advantage, as there areso many 
individuals anxious to get them. I hope, there- 
fore, that the gentleman from Kentucky will re- 
duce the number of the mechanical part to fifteen 
thousand copies, which will give every member 
SIXlty or eighty copies, and make a larger increase 
of the edition of the agricultural part. I make 
this suggestion to the gentleman over the way, and 
| hope that he will either move, or allow me to 
move, to reduce the number of the mechanical part 
to be printed, with a view of inereasing the edi- 
tion of the other part. 

Mr. STANTON. The ideas of the ventleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. CLtineman] accord fully 
with my own, and the resolution of the committee 
is intended to carry them out. This resolution 
proposes to publish twenty thousand copies less 
than were published last year. The work is not 
so important or valuable as the agricultural part, 
and the committee thought it better to diminish the 
number of the one and increase the other. Sixty 
thousand copies of this part were published last 
year, and the resolution proposes to reduce it to 
forty thousand now, that we may add the differ- 
ence, twenty thousand, to the agricultural part. 
Thirty thousand copies are intended for distribu- 
tion by members, and ten thousand for the use of 
the Commissioner of Patents. This will not give 
us more than we can readily send to our constitu- 
ents. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The edition of one hun- 
dred thousand copies of the agricultural part last 
year gave us four hundred copies each, thirty 
thousand ought to give us one third of that num- 
ber. 
unnecessarily large. 

Mr. STANTON. We did get four hundred 
copies of the agricultural” part, and this thirty 
thousand copies will allow to each member one 
hundred and twenty. 

Mr. MURRAY. I was about to say, that at 
the last session of Congress we ordered sixty 
thousand copies of the mechanical part of the 
Patent Office report to be printed;-fifty thousand 
for the use of members, and ten thousand for the 
use of the Patent Office. This number gave two 
hundred copies of this part of the report to each 
member. We propose now to reduce the num- 


| ber of the mechanical part, and increase that of | 


It will give us one hundred, which I think 


_ Feb. MM, 


the agricultural, The agricultural report has not 
yet been made. The committee propose to print 
for the use of members, thirty thousand copies of 
the mechanical report, which will give one hun. 
dred and twenty to each member, and ten thou- 
sand copies for the use of the Patent Office, 
is the eenclusion to which we have come. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 1 desire to inquire 
of the chairman of the Committee on Printing what 
number of this document has been heretofore on 
dered by former Congresses? 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. We printed 
sixty thousand last year. 

Mr. BAYLY. | hope the usual number wil] 
be printed. We have all of us got mechanics 
enough 1m our districts to distribute them among. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. They do not want them, 

Mr. BAYLY. i think they do want them 

Mr. STRAUB. I ask that the resolution ma 
be read again. Ido not precisely understand it, 

The resolution was again read by the Clerk, 

Mr. STRAUB. Do 1 understand that this jg 
the report for the present year? 

Mr. STANTON. It is the report which was 
submitted a few days ago. 

Mr. STRAUB. Well, it is & report which has 
not yet been printed; is it not? 

Mr. STANTON. It has not yet been printed, 

Mr. STRAUB. If it be in order, I will move 
to amend by striking out the number inserted jn 
the resolution, and to insert sixty thousand. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Lhopethat motion will not 
prevail. I have tried, duging the Jast three Con- 
gresses, to get northern members, who are sup- 
posed to represent a larger number of mechanics 
than we at the South, to exchange agricultural re- 
ports for my mechanical reports; but I have never 
been able to get one of them to exchange with 
me. have sent my mechanical reports to the 
mechanics of my district, and have received com- 
plaints from them for so doing. They say they 
would rather have the other pert. I have no 
doubt that if the number of mechanical reports 
were much reduced, and the number of agricul- 
tural increased to a corresponding extent, we 
should much better meet the wants of even the 
mechanics of the country. 

I do hope, therefore, that if we are to spend 
money in printing and circulating these Patent 
Office reports, that the number of the mechanical 
will be diminished, and thatof the agricultural in- 
creased. I myself think the number reported by 
the committee is too large, but it should certainly 
not be increased. 

Mr. HUNT. I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina that he move to increase 
the number of the agricultural report to the same 
extent that he diminishes the mechanical. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. That is what I desire. 

Mr. BLISS. 1 do not know what the wants 
and requirements of the people may be in that 
section of the country in which the gentleman 
from North Carolina resides, but I do know well 
that, in that portion of the country from which I 
come, there is no document furnished by the Gov- 
ernment in so great a demand as the mechanical 
report of the Commissioner of Patents. It has 
been utterly impossible to supply the demand, or 
any considerable portion of the demand, for that 
document. A large portion of the people, and a 
very valuable portion of them too, in the West 
are engaged in mechanical pursuits, and they 
look to this document for the information they de- 
sire. 

The States have nearly all of them agricultural 
institutions, which furnish probably to the people 
nearly all the information which they can get 
from the agricultural branch of this report; but it 
is not so with the mechanics. Hence, for geod 
and sufficient reasons, there is a greater demand 
for this document than for the other branch of 
this repert; and for the benefit of the people which 
I represent, as well as for others, I hope that 8 
liberal supply of this valuable document will be 
printed for distribution among them. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Believing that the 


That 


' House understand this question perfectly, without 


any further explanations, | move the previous 
question. 
Mr. LANE. Will the effect of "the previous 
question, if seconded, be to bring the House to a 
vote upon the amendment of the gentleman from 


| Pennsylvania? 


The SPEAKER. That will be its effect. 
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The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
svivania. The Chair desires to know of the gen- 
tieman the form in which the amendment was in- 
tended to be moved. The resolution as reported 
from the committee provides that thirty thousand 
copies shall be printed for distribution by the 
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Mr. MACE again obtained the floor, and ad- 


dressed the committee during an hour, principally 
in regard to the provisions of the bill organizing 
the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas. He went 
into a history of all the compromises touching the 
slavery question, comprehending also the Mis- 
souri compromise, which he maintained was dis- 
regarded in the provisions of the bill which he 
discussed. He asserted, that he had urged his 


members of the House, and ten thousand for the g people to sustain the more recent compromises on 


use of the Patent Office. The Chair desires to 
know which number it is that the gentleman pro- 
noeee to strike out? 
* Mr. HAVEN. I understood the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to move to strike out and in- 
cert so that the aggregate number shall be sixty 
thousand, of which fifty thousand shall be for dis- 
+ribution by the members, and ten thousand for 
the use of the Patent Office. 

Mr. STRAUB. That is precisely my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can then ac- 
complish his object by moving to strike out thirty 
thousand, and to insert fifty thousand. 

Mr. STRAUB. I will then put my motion in 
that form. 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
by Aspury Dicksys, its Secretary, informing the 
House of the passage by that body of ** An act 
for the further improvement of the Cape Fear 
river, North Carolina.’’} 

Mr. WALSH. 1 will simply suggest, that the 
demand spoken of here could be very easily sup- 
plied if every shopkeeper in Washington did not 
wrap up a pair of socks 

[Cries of **Order!’’] 

The SPEAKER. Debate ts not in order. 

Mr. WALSH. Then I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and days were not ordered. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Ishould like to have 
the proposition read before we are required to vote 
upon it. 

‘The Clerk read the resolution again. 

The question was then put on Mr. Srravp’s 
amendment; and, on a division, there were ayes— 
47, noes 64. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the resolution, as 
amended. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then put; and the resolution, 
as a mended, was adopted. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This is the day 
set apart for the consideration of the homestead 
billas the special order. I therefore move that 
the rules be suspended, and thatghe House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 


of the Union, for the purpose of taking up that spe- 
cial order. 





On that I call the yeas 


The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Oxps in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the business be- 
fore the committee was the consideration of House 
bill, (No. 37,) reported from the Committee on Ag- 
riculture by Mr. Dawson, ** to encourage agri- 
culture, commerce, manufactures, and all other 
branches of industry, by granting to every man 
who is the head of a family, and a citizen of the 
United States,a homestead of one hundred and 
Sixty acres of land out of the public domain, upon 
condition of occupancy and cultivation of the same | 
for the period herein specified.’ 

The bill was read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. DAWSON, of Pennsylvania, addressed the 
House at length in favor of the bill. His speech 
will be found in the Appendix. 

Having concluded— 

Mr. MACE obtained the floor. 

Mr*GROW. I ask that the gentleman from 
Indiana will yield to me for a moment, to submit 


erphet; r ; | j i 
& substitute for the bill under consideration, in 
order that it may be printed. 


The CHAIRMAN. No order can be made by 
the committee for the printing of the substitute. 

Mr. GROW. I simply wish to present it now. 
It will be printed in to-morrow’s Globe. 


wae yielding the floor, the substitute 


| which the gentleman refers. 


the slavery question pending the late Presidential 
election, believing that it was to be a final settle- 
ment of the question. 

He acted in good faith, as did his constituency. 
They believed that the last compromise was to be 
a finality to all agitation; but they were now 
doomed to disappointment. The agitation, he re- 
gretted, was renewed, and was still to progress 
He maintained that if General Pierce had inti- 
mated, preceding the Presidential election, or made 
a declaration to that effect, that he was in favor of 
a repeal of the Missouri compromise act, he would 
not now have the distinguished honor of being 
President of the United States. 

He, for one, wou'd never vote fora repeal of 
the Missouri compromise; and if his constituency 
desired him so to vote, he should feel it to be his 
duty to resign, that their views might be repre- 
sented by another. 

Pending the delivery of Mr. Mace’s remarks 
he was interrupted by 

Mr. RICHARDSON, who said: I only wish 
to set the gentleman from Indiana right in rela- 
tion to his statement that Missouri was admitted 
into the Union upon the passage of whats known 
as thecompromise measures. Missouri was only 
authorized to adopt a constitution by the act to 
He says that this 
Missouri compromise admitted Missouri into the 
Union, and settled all this question. The very 
Congress that passed the Missouri compromise 
objected to the admission of Missouri as a State 
into the Union, until other terms were complied 
with than those relative to slavery. The gentle- 
man from Indiana misapprehends the history of 
that matter entirely. 

Mr. MACE. I hope it will not be expected 
that this interruption will constitute a part of my 
speech. If I have misapprehended the history of 
this matter, it does not affect the facts of which I 
have spoken. 

Mr. SKELTON next addressed the committee 
on the subjectof the Nebraska bill. Heregretted 
that gentlemen from the free States had felt it to 
be their duty to incorporate within the provisions 
of that bill a clause in violation of the Missouri 
compromise. 

The introduction of this new topic of agitation 
he viewed to be unnecessary and uncalled for, so 
far as it was proper to give territorial government 
to this new country. He entered fully into a 
history of all the compromises on the slavery 
question, maintaining that they were contracts 
which could not be honorably abrogated. 

Mr. S. having concluded— 

Mr. MEACHAM obtained the floor; but 
yielded to 

Mr. DEAN. I move that the committee do now 
rise. 


The question was taken; and the motion was 


acreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, the Chairman 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Umion had had the state of the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
House bill (No. 37) ‘to encourage agriculture, 
commerce, and manufactures,”’ and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

Mr. DEAN. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

W hereupon, the House adjourned until to-mor- 
row, at twelve o’clock. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 15, 1854. 

Prayer by Rev. Wittiam H. Mirevrn. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a mes- 
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sage from the President of the United States, trans- 
mittiing a communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy, accompanied by the second part of Lieut. 
Herndon’s report of the exploration of the vailey 
of the Amazon and its tributaries, made by him in 
connection with Lieut. Lardner Gibbon, under 
instructions from the Navy Department. 

Mr. FISH. I move that the communication lie 
on the table. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, 1 find on ex- 
amining the Journals of the Senate of last year, 
that there was an order of the Senate providing 
that the second part of this document, which is 
now before the Senate, should be printed. I be- 
lieve, therefore, there is no necessity for any ad- 
ditional order. 1 will read what was the vote of 
the Senate last year: 

* That there be printed for the use of the Senate ten thou 
sand extra copies of the first part of the exploration of the 
valley of the Amazon and its tributaries, made by Lieuten 
ant William L. Herndon, in connection with Lieutenant 
Lardner Gibbon, under instructions from the War Depart 
ment; and also the same number of the remaining portion 
of the report hereatter to be furnished.”’ 

That remaining portion is now before the Sen- 
ate; there is, therefore, no vote of the Senate ne- 
cessary for its printing. 

TONNAGE DUTIES ON SPANISH VESSELS. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill to repeal certain acts 
concerning duties on Spanish vessels, have direct- 
ed me to report it back without amendment, and 
with a recommendation against Its passage. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. In relation to that report, 
I beg leave to state that there is a minority of the 
committee who entertain a decided conviction of 
the propriety of passing the bill, and therefore dis- 
sent from the report. 


JOHN O. MEARS. 

Mr. GWIN. I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred Elouse 
bill for the relief of John O. Mears, to report it 
back without amendment, and recommend its pas- 
sage. As the principle of the bill has often been 
established by the Senate, | hope the bill will be 
considered now. 

The Senate accordingly, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes 
to authorize the proper accounting officer of the 
Treasury to settle and adjust his accounts as act- 
ing purser of the United States brig Dolphin, under 
the appointment of the commander of the squadron 
then on the coast of Africa; and to allow him the 
pay of purser while discharging the duties of that 
appointment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be read a third time, was 
read a third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. RUSK, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
provide for the surviving officers of the late Texas 
navy; which was read a first and second time by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 

Mr. EVERETT asked and obtained the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate to introduce a bill to 
recompense the discoverer of practical anesthesia; 
which was read a first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. EVERETT presented the memorin| of the 
Trustees of the Massachusetts Humane Society, 
praying for an appropriation in aid of the opera- 
tions of the society for the rescue and relief of 
shipwrecked mariners; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FISH. Iam desired to present a remon- 
strance of the representatives of the religious So- 
ciety of Friends, in the city of New York, and 
places adjacent, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of any law by Congress, or any laws, which 
will extend the area of slavery or perpetuate the 
existence of that institution. They represent a 
very numerous and highly respectable body of 
citizens, and the memorial is worthy of consider- 
ation. [f move that, as the subject is before the 
Senate, the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, presented a memorial of 
citizens of lowa, praying the establishment of a 
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mail route from Marengo to Toledo, in that State; 
vhich was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the memorial of J. 
Hi. Rinehart and others, remonstrating against 
any change in the act of Congress of 27th Jan- 
vary, 1851, relating to settlers in the Maison 
Rouge grant; which was referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case of Su 
ean Coody and Richard Fields be withdrawn from the files 


ifthe Senate, and referred to the Committee on Indian Ai 
faire. 


On motion by Mr. DAWSON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case of 


Coombs Greenwell be withdrawn from the files of the Sen 


and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. DAWSON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case of 
Joseph M. Hernandez be withdrawn from the files of the 
Senate, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. WALKER, it was 


Ordered, That the memorials of physicians and of various 
medical associations and institutions of Mas-achusetts, on 
ihe subject of anesthesia, be withdrawn from the files of the 
Menate, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


nate, 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill granting cer- 
iain additional powers to the corporation of the 


city of Washington; which was read a first time, 


and ordered to a second reading. 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Naval | 


\ffairs, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Otway H. Berryman, praying to be allowed an 
amount equal to the balance found against him on 
the setiement of his accounts as acting purser 
while in command of the United States schooner 
Onkahye, and which amount he had been obliged 
to pay over to the United States, submitted a re- 
port, accompanied by a bill for his relief; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading. ‘The 
report was ordered to be printed. 

tle also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Philip F. Voorhees, 
praying to be allowed his expenses incurred in 
carrying public ministers of the United States to 
Siam, and other places in the East Indies, and 
elsewhere, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill for the relief of Captain Philip F. Voorhees, 
United States Navy; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading. The report was ordered to 
be printed. 


Mr. FISH, from the Committee on Naval Af- | 


fairs, to whom was referred the memorial of John 
©. Fr. Salomon, praying an appropriation to en- 
able him to test the utility of carbonic acid gas as 
a motive power, reported adversely thereon. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives for the relief of the Utica 


Steam Woolen Company, reported it back with- | 
out amendment, with a recommendation that it 


pass, 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 


was referred the memorial of the administrator of | 


Majow Elijah J. Weed, praying that the account- 
ing officers be authorized to settle his accounts on 
equitable principles, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was 
agreed to, 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. STUART submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and they 
are hereby, instructed to report to the Senate, at as early a 
day && our can reasonably be prepared, a bill making ap- 
propriations for the improvement of harbors and rivers. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. I present the following 


resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to inform the Senate whether the valuation of certain im 
provements, amounting to $2,999, valued by agents of the 
United States,in 1834, in the name of David Carter, a Cher- 
okee, who enrotled and emigrated west under the eighth 
article of the treaty of 1828, was included in the claim of 
said Carter, amounting to $4,542, adjudged to him for spoli- 
ation in the nature of rent of land and mills, under the fif- 
teenth article of the treaty of 1835-36, by Messrs. Lumpkin 
& Kennedy, commissioners for adjusting claims under said 
treaty, from which the claimant had been dispossessed for 


three years; also, state by what authority said valuation of | 
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#2.999 was cut down to $1,251 50, and any further inform 


ation on file respecting the claim which may affect its 


validity. 

This resolution asks for information to enable 
the committee to decide upon a claim which has 
been referred to them; and the information cannot 
be obtained by any other process than by a reso- 
lution of the Senate. The resolution calls for ex- 
tracts from the files of the Department, which, by 
a regulation of that Department, are not accessi- 
ble except upon a resolution of this body or of 
the other House. 1 therefore ask the Senate to 
consider the resolution at this time. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. TOOMBS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire whether any turtber legislation is neces 
sary to protect the ministerial officers of the courts of the 
United States in the discharge of their respective duties, 
and that the committee report by bill or otherwise. 

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

The bill to provide for the ascertainment and 
satisfaction of claims of American citizens for 
spoliations committed by the French, prior to the 
3ist day of July, 1801, was read @ third ume. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The question is, ‘* Shall 
the bill pass? ”’ 


Mr. CLAYTON. 


I was accidentally absent 


| yesterday when the yeas and nays were taken on 


the engrossment of the bill. I desire to record 
my name in its favor, and therefore | ask for the 
yeas and nays upon its passage. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken, 
with the following result: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Bayard, Benjamin, Clay- 
ton, Dawson, Dixon, Evans, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Hamlin, 
Houston, James, Johnson, Jones of Teiunessee, Mallory, 


' Morton, Pearce, Pettit, Pratt, Sebastian, Seward, Smith, 


Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, and Weller—27. 


NAYS—Meassrs. Adams, Atchison, Brodhead, Cass, 
Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, 
Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Jones of lowa, Norris Slidell, 


Walker, and Williams—15. 
So the bill was passed. 
ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT. 
On motion by Mr. MALLORY, the Senate, as 


in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill to establish a land district in the 


| State of Florida, to be called the district of Tampa. 


It proposes to create all that part of the land dis- 
trict of Nunansvilleand St. Augustine, in Florida, 
lying south of the line dividing townships nine- 
teen and twenty, south, into a new land district, 
to be called the district of Tampa; and that the 
act Shall take effect at the expiration of six months 
from its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


SAN PEDRO A PORT OF ENTRY. 


On motion by Mr. GWIN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to the con- 
sideration of the bill constituting San Pedro, in the 
State of California, a port of entry and delivery. 

It proposes to constitute the counties of Los 
Angeles, Santa Barbara, and San Bernardino, 
California, a collection district, to be called the 
district of San Pedro, for which district San Pedro 
is to be the port of entry. The collector of the 
district is to receive $3,000 per annum, with an 
additional maximum compensation of $2,000, if his 
emoluments and fees amount tothatsum. It also 
proposes to enact that Santa Barbara shall remain 
a port of delivery, in the same manner as it now 
constitutes a port of delivery in the district of San 
Diega. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move to amend the third 
section, after the word ‘*delivery’’ where it first 
occurs, by inserting the word ‘* therein,’’ so that 
it will read, ‘* that Santa Barbara, in said district, 
shall remain a port of delivery therein,’’ &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. This subject was very care- | 


fully examined by the Committee on Commerce, 
and the bill has the approbation of the Appraiser 
General of the revenue, who made a personal ex- 
amination of the matter, and has no doubt that 
this is a place where a port of entry should be 
established. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; 
the amendment was concurred in; the bill was or- 


Feb. 15, 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, was read 
a third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC LANDS {N OHIO, 


On motion by Mr. CHASE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to the con- 
sideration of the bill to grant to the State of Ohio 
the unsold and unappropriated public land re. 
maining in that State. 

It proposes to grant to the State of Ohio all the 
unsold and unappropriated lands which may re- 
main therein on the 31st of March, 1854, to be 
disposed of as the Legislature shall direct; with a 
proviso that the grant shall not in any manner 
affect any right of preémption or other right vested 
in any individual; and that the lands, the proceeds 
of which are reserved for the use of certain Indian 
tribes, shall not be included within the grant. It 


| also proposes to direct the Commissioner of the 


General Land Office to proceed to close the current 
land business in Ohio, and to transfer to the Goy- 
ernor of the State, before the 31st of August next, 
all the archives relating to public lands in that 
State, except those of the Chillicothe district, re- 
lating to lands lying in the State of Indiana, within 
that district, which shall be attached to and sub- 
ject to sale in the Jeffersonville district in Indiana. 
The lands granted are to remain charged with all 
liabilities and equities to which they are now 
subject. 

Mr. DAWSON. Will the Senator from Ohio 
be good enough to state how many acres of land 
are supposed to be undisposed of in that State, 


_ and are now to be granted to Ohio? 


Mr. WELLER. 
Mr. CHASE. 
sand acres. 
Mr. DAWSON. Only two hundred thousand! 
Thebill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


CEMETERY IN DUBUQUE. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I ask the Senate now 
to take up the bill * to relinquish certain lands to 
the city of Dubuque, in the State of lowa,”’ which 
has been reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands. It is merely to authorize the city of Du- 
buque to exchange a lot of ground given to that 
city as a cemetery, for another lot, outside the 
limits of the city, and of a larger extent. There 
can be no objection to it at all. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in 


Only two hundred thousand, 
That is all; two hundred thou- 


| Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. 


No amendment being proposed, it was 
reported to the Senate without amendment, was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was 
read a third, and passed. 


PALATKA AND BAYPORT, FLORIDA. 


On the motion of Mr. MALLORY, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill to constitute Palatka and Bayport, in 
the State of Florida, ports of delivery respect- 
ively, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce without amendment. It pro- 
poses to create the places named ports of delivery, 


_and to subject them to the same regulations and 


restrictions as other ports of delivery in the Uni- 
ted States; and to direct the appointment of a sur- 
veyor of customs to reside at each, who shall, in 
addition to his own duties, perform the duties and 
receive the salary of the surveyors prescribed by 
the act of Congress of the 2d of March, 1831, ‘‘ al- 
lowing the duties on foreign merchandise imported 
into Pittsburg, Wheeling, Cincinnati, Louisville, 
St. Louis, Nashville, and Natchez, to be secured 
and paid at those places. It also proposes to an- 
nex Palatka to the collection district of St. John’s, 
and Bayportto the collection district of St. Marks, 
and to extend all the privileges and facilities to 
them which are afforded to the places named in the 
act of March 2d, 1831.”’ 3 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading, was read a third time, and passed. * 


dD) 
TERRITORY OF NEBRASKA. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to organize the Territory of Nebraska. 

The pending question is on the amendment 
moved by Mr. Dovezxas to the 14th section of the 


' substitute reported by the Committee on Territo- 


ries, to strike out the words 
—<‘which [the Missouri compromise act) was supet 
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seded by the principles of the legislation of 1850, commonly 
called the compromise measures, and is hereby declared || 
inoperative,” 

and to insert, 

_which being inconsistent with the principles of non-inter- 
yenuon by Congress with slavery in the States and Territo- 
ries, as recognized by the legislation of 1850, commonly 
called the compromise measures, is hereby deciared inope 
rative and void, it being the true intent and meaning of this 
act not to legislate slavery into any Territory or State, nor 
to exclude it therefrom; but to leave the people thereof 
perfeeuy free to form and regulate their domestic institu- 
tions in their own way, subject oaly to the Constitution of 
the United States. 

Mr. HOUSTON continued and concluded the 
speech which he commenced yesterday. (See Ap- 
endix for speech. } 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Srvarr 
in thechair.) The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois to the fourteenth sec- 
tion. : é 

Mr. CHASE. I would inquire whether the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois is capable 
of division? If so, I wish to have it divided, so 
that the question may first be taken upon the pre- 
amble, as it may be called, to the main proposi- 
tion. ‘ i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
would inquire of the Senator from Ohio how he 
would propose to divide the amendment? 

Mr. CHASE. 1 wish to have the question 
first taken on the reason assigned for the repeal, 
or for the declaration that the act of 1820 is inop- 
erative and void, so that the declaration will stand 
as a substantive and distinct proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion 
of the Chair the amendment is not susceptible of 
that division. 

Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and vays 
upon the amendment, and they were taken, and 
resulted—yeas 35, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Bayard, Bell, Benja 
min, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Cass, Clayton, Dawson, 
Dixon, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, 
Gwin, Hunter, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, Jones of Tennes 
see, Mason, Morton, Norris, Pearce, Peuit, Pratt, Sebas- 
tian, Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, ‘Toombs, 
Weller, and Williams—35. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, Eve- 
rett, Fish, Foot, Houston, Seward, Sumner, and Wade—10, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is now upon the substitute reported by the com- 
mittee for the original bill. 

Mr. CHASE. I desire to submit an amend- || 
ment, to insert immediately after the words which 
have just been inserted, the following : 





Under which the people of the Territory, through weir 
appropriate representatives, may, if they see fit, prohibit 
the existence of slavery therein. 


l ask for the yeas and nays upon the amend- 
ment. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHASE. I will state, in very few words, 
the design of this amendment. The amendment 
just adopted declares that it is the true intent and 
meaning of this act not to legislate slavery into 
any Territory or State, nor to exclude it therefrom; 
bat to leave the people thereof perfectly free to | 
form and regulate their domestic institutions in 
their own way, subject only to the Constitution of 
the United States. “The amendment had already 
declared the Missouri prohibition inconsistent with 
the principle of non-intervention by Congress with 
slavery in the States and ‘Territories as recognized 
by the legislation of 1850, commanly called the 
compromise measures. It will be seen that the 
amendment just adopted does two things. It puts 
a construction on the acts of 1850, and then it con- 
Strues the act of which it isa part. It declares- 
the principle of the acts of 1850 inconsistent with 
the Missouri prohibition; and it declares for the 
act, of which it forms a part, that its design is to 
leave the subject of slavery to be disposed of by 
the people of the Territories, subject only to the | 
limitations of the Constitution of the Un’‘ted | 
States. 

Now I desire to have the sense of the Senate 
upon the question, whether or not, under the lim- 
itations of the Constitution of the United States, 
the people of the Territories can prohibit the exist- | 
ence of slavery there? | 

There can be no reasonable objection to the ex- 
pression of the judgment of the Senate on this 
question. The very amendment just adopted is, 
for the most part, only an expression of the judg- 
ment of the Senate on a question of interpretation. | 
The only real words of legislation in it are these: || 
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«Is hereby declared inoperative and void;”’ all the 
rest is opinion, judgment, intent. 

Now | want a little clearer understanding of one 
important point. I want the judgment of the Sen- 
ate upon the question whether, under the limilations 
of the Constitution, the people of the Territories can 


| protect themselves against slavery ? 


Afier I have obtained a vote on this question, | 
shall want to know—and if no other Senator shall 
do it, | will move amendments calculated to ascer- 
tain—whether it be intended to give the principle 
of non-intervention, asserted by the bill, full scope? 
If it is to be adopted, I wart to see it fully and 
thoroughly carried out. 

I object to the amendment which has just been 
adopted, that it will have opposite interpretations 
in different sections of the country. In one sec- 
tion it will be construed as leaving the whole sub- 


ject of slavery completely at the disposition of the 


people of the Territories; and in another section 
as so binding up the people, by its reference to the 
limitations of the Constitution, that they can in 
no case, and by no means, however disposed to 
do so, protect themselves against the introduction 
of slavery. 1 shali detain the Senate, for the pres- 
ent, no longer. My desire only is, that the Senate 
and the country may understand clearly the scope 
and purpose of the amendment I now submit, and 
to have a vote, by ayes and noes, upon it. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, the principle 
which the Senator from Ohio has announced as 
the principle of his amendment is, that the ques- 
tion shall be left entirely and exclusively to the 
people of the Territories whether they will prohibit 
slavery or not. Now, for the purpose®f testing 
the sincerity of the Senator, and for the purpose 
of deducing the principle in his amendment cor- 
rectly, [ propose to amend it by inserting after 
the word **prohibit” the words ‘* or introduce;”’ 
so that if.my amendment be adopted, and the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio, as so 
amended, be introduced as part of the bill, the 
principle which he says he desires to have tested 
here will be inserted in the bill—that the people 
of the Territories shall have power either to in- 


troduce or prohibit slavery,as they may think 


proper. I suppose the question will be first taken 


} 
| on the amendment which | offer to the amend- 
| ment. 


Mr. SEWARD. Is an amendment to an 
amendment to an amendment in order? 

Mr. CHASE. The amendment which | offered 
is an amendment to an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland is not now in 
order. 

Mr. PRATT. Perhaps the Senator from Ohio 
will accept it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to ask a 
question of the Senator from Ohio. His object 
in offering this amendment must be obvious to 
the Senate. He either intends to perfect the bill 
and make it acceptable, or he intends to embar- 
rass it. One of these two things is inevitable. 
Now, I wish to ask the ‘Senator from Ohio 
whether, if we adopt his amendment, he will vote 
for the bill? I hope he will answer the question. 
He refuses to answer, and it is therefore obvious 
that his purpose is to embarrass the bill. I hope 
no friend of the bill will suffer himself to be en- 
tangled in this way. 

Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, I have no ob- 
jection whatever to answer the question put to me 
from the honorable Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jones.] I say to him distinctly, that | will not 
vote for this bill, unless relieved of every clause 
looking towards the abrogation of the Missouri 
prohibiuon. 

But, sir, is anything less doubtful than that it is 
the right and duty of a Senator, who sees that a 
bill containing important provisiong, so obnoxious 
as to make it impossible for him to vote for it, is 
yet likely to pass the Genate—is it not, I say, the 
right and duty of a SeMator, under such circum- 
stances, to endeavor as far as practicable to make 
the bill in other respects such as he desires it to 
be? A measure of legislation may fail to com- 


| mend itself to my judgment, and yet may be ren- 
| dered vastly less obnoxious by amendment than 
| in its original shape. I have moved this amend- 


ment, therefore, in good faith. I wish to see the 


| bill perfected, as near as may be, inaccordance with 


the principle upon which it is said to be framed. 
I remarked, when last up, that | should probably | 





have other amendments to offer, and I may as wel! 
indicate briefly the nature of those amendments. 

The advocates of the bill say thatit is framed 
upon the principle of non-intervention. But what 
kind of non-intervention? You refer the question 
of slavery to the people of the Territories, to be 
acted upon through their Legislatures; do you not? 
Certainly you say so. But then the Legislature 
of the Territory is to act upon that question, sub- 
ject to the restrictions and limitations of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

Now, sir, there are great differences of opinion 
here as to what the limitations and restrictions of 
the Constitution are. Some Senators think that 
the Constitution of the United States has no opera- 
tion at all in the Territories, unless extended to 
them by express enactment. Other Senators are 
of opinion that the Constitution extends over the 
Territories from the moment of acquisition. Other 
Senators maintain that the Constitution, properly 
interpreted, would have prevented the existence 
of slavery in the Territories altogether, and would 
render it impossible for a Territorial Legislature to 
introduce slavery by a valid enactment. Other 
Senators contend that, under the Constitution, no 
Territorial Legislature can exclude slavery. 

Now, sir, | desire to have the sense of the Sen- 
ate upon the question, whether the Territorial Le- 
gislatures to which you propose to refer this great 
question—vital to the future destiny of the people 
who are to emigrate into those Territories—can, 
** subject to the Constilution,’’ protect themselves, if 
they see fit to do so, from slavery? The Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Prarr] bas proposed an 
amendment to my amendment. I cannot accent it 
But it will beentirely within the power of the Sen- 
ate, after adopting my amendment, to agree to his, 
if they see fit to do so. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Ifthe honorable Senator will 
permit me, I will suggest to him, if he wishes to 
test that proposition, to put the converse, as sug- 
gested by the honorable Senator from Maryland, 
and then it will be a fair proposition. Let the Sen- 
ator from Ohio accept the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland, for the purpose of testing the 
question. 

Mr. CHASE. I was about to state why I 
could not accept the amendment of the Senator 
from Maryland. I| have no objection that the 
votes should be taken upon it; and it is probable 
that it would receive the sanction of a majority 
here. But with my views of the Constitution, I 
cannot vote for it. I do not believe that a Terri- 
torial Legislature, though it may have the power 
to protect the people against slavery, is constitu- 
tionally competent to introduce it. A majority 
here probably think otherwise. A vote upon my 


amendment will not prevent a vote from being 


taken upon the proposition of the Senator from 
Maryland. I cannot vote for his amendment. 
He will not vote for mine. There may be a ma- 
jority for each, and yet a proposition uniting both 
might be rejected. I submit, therefore, to the 
good sense of the distinguished Senator from I)li- 
nois, [Mr. Surevps,] whether it is not fairest to 
take a separate vote upon each proposition? If 
there bea majority who believe that the people of 
a Territory can, under the Constitution, protect 
themselves from slavery, letthemsayso. And if 
another and a different majority, who think that 
the people of a Territory can, if they see fit, intro- 
duce slavery, let them say so. There is nothing 
in the adoption of the one amendment which 
would preclude the adoption ofthe other. But let 
us have a vote upon the distinct and substantive 
proposition, uhemMarra@ssed by connection with 
any other; then let the proposition of the Senator 
from Maryland be submitted and voted upon _un- 
embarrassed by any connection with mine. This 
is fair. In my judgment it is the only fair mode 
of ascertaining the sense of the Senate. The sole 
object of my amendment is to let the people of the 
country see whether those who assert the prin- 
ciple of non-intervention are willing that the peo- 
ple of the Territories may, if they see fit, exclude 
slavery. 

Mr. President, I have referred to the limitations 
underwhich the Territorial Legislatures are to act 
under the provisions of this bill. They may legis- 
late, among other subjects, upon that of slavery, 
But how? Freely? Without restraint? Is non- 
intervention the real principle of this bill? Why, 
sir, according to one of the provisions of this bill, 
every act of the Territorial Legielature is subject 
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to the absolute veto of agovernment appointed here. | just put into the bill is not sufficiently explicit, in 


The bill gives the appointment of the Governor to 
the President. Heis made removable by the Pres- 
ent. Hie holds his office only during Executive 
pleasure; and this Governor, thus appointed, thus 
removable, thus subject in all respects to Executive 
control, is to have an absolute veto on every act of 
the Territorial Legislature. Is that non-interven- 
tion? That, sir, 1s one of the provisions which I 
shall propose to strike from the ball. 
every case between parties litigant 
which arises under any act of the Territorial Le- 
rislature, must, of course, come before the court. 
Now, who are to be the judges of these territorial 


Then, sir, 


cou Are they to be elected by the people? 
Appointed by the Legislature? Not at all. Every 
one of them, under the provisions of this bill, is to 
So that all 
territorial acts,and all rights claimed under them, 
under the 


be appointed and commisstoned here. 


are to be brought revision of 


mdves 
J nk" s 

t »snoneible the . le f the Terri mY . 
not responeibie to le people of the erritory, nol 
deriving their powers from them, but dependent 
wholly Ixecutive patronage and 
judves appointed by the President, and, according 
to recent practice sanctioned by the Senate, re- 


upon favoer— 


movable by him at pleasure. And this, sir, 1s not 
all. Not only is the Territorial Legislature, under 
the provi sions of this hill, placed under the contro: 
of an appointee of the Federal Executive; not only 
are its acts subject to revision of judges appointed 
and removable by the President, but all its legis- 
lation is to be reported to Congress; and every act 
may, if Congress shall see fit to disapprove of it, 
be declared null and void. 

I call attention to these provisions, Mr. Presi- 
dent, as features of a bill which,in my judement, 
are totally irreconcilable with the principle of non- 
intervention upon which it is said the bill itself 
is constructed. For the present, 1 only ask for a 
vote upon the amendment I have offered. 1 pro- 
pose, hereafter, to offer other amendments designed 
to remove this provision, and to carry out as far 
as practicable the profeseed principle of the bill, 
and refer all questions of legislation and adminis- 
tration within the limits of the Territories to the 
uncontrolled and unbiased judgment of the people. 

Mr. BADGER. I was not in my seat when 
the amendment was offered, and I do not know 
that | have correctly understood its purport from 
the remarks which have been made. TDefore sub- 
mitting some remarks upon it, | ask that it may 
be read, 

It was read accordingly. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I have under- 
stood, I find, correctly the purport of the amend- 
ment offered by the honorable Senator from 
Ohio, The purpose of the amendment, and the 
effect of the amendment, if adopted by the Sen- 
ate, and standing as he proposes, are clear and 
obvious. The effect of the amendment, and the 
design of the amendment, are to overrule and sub- 
vert. the very proposition introduced into the bill 
upon the motion of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Territories. Is not that clear? The pro- 
vision as it stands, since the amendment has been 
adopted, is an unrestricted and unreserved refer- 
ence to the Territorial authorities, or the people 
themselves, to determine upon the question of 
slavery; and therefore, by the very terms as well as 
by the obvious meaning and legal operation of that 
amendment,to enable them either to exclude orto 
introduce or allow slavery. 

If, therefore, the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio were appended to the bill in 
the connection in which he introduces it, the neces- 
sary and inevitable effect of it would be to control 
and limit the language which the Senate has just 
put into the bill, and to give it this construction: 
that, though Congress leaves them to regulate their 


own domestic institutions as they please, yet, in | 


regard to the subject-matter of slavery, the power 
is confined to the exclusion or prohibition of it. 
I say this is both the legal effect and the manifest 
design of the amendment. The legal effect is ob- 
vious upon the statement. The design is obvious 


upon the refusal of the gentleman to incorporate | 


in his amendment what was suggested by my hon- 
orable friend from Maryland, the propriety and 
fairness of which was instantly seen by my friend 
from Illinois, [Mr. Surerps.} 


Is it proposed by the Senator to test the question 


whether these people shall expressly have author- 


ity to determine for themselves upon the existence | j 
of this domestic relation? If so, and the language || could be made by this Senate, even with his own | 


his estimation, is it not beyond all question that 
you should put in the words ‘for introduce?’’?’ Un- 
der the bill as it stands, the people may regulate 
their domestic relations as they see fit; but, says 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, that shall 
enable them, under the Constitution, to prohibit 
slavery. What is the effect of that amendment 
but to modify, reduce, restrain, and bring down 
the latitude of authority conferred upon them by 
the previous language just incorporated into the 
bill? 

But, Mr. President, that this is the design of the 
honorable Senator from Ohio he has himself told 
us; for in the speech which he delivered here the 
other day, in commenting on the Missourt com- 
promise, of the sacrosanct character of which he 
seemed to have such a deep conviction and such 
He 
told us that that compromise contained an express 
prohibition of slavery north of the line of 36° 30’, 
and no express allowance of it south of that line, 
though, the Senator confessed there was such ari 
implication in favor of its allowance. And yet, 
what did the honorable Senator tell us, in that very 
speech which he has put forth to the world with 
the captivating title of **Maintain Plighted Faith ?”’ 
Here was a compromise, according to his own 
declaration, containing an express prohibition of 
slavery north of a certain line, and an implied ad- 
mission or allowance of it south of the line; and 
he proposes to Maintain Plighted Faith—how? dy 
regarding both parts of the agreement? By main- 
taining the express exclusion and leaving the im- 
plied admission ? Here is his own lan- 
guage, which furnishes the commentary on his 
motive for proposing this amendment, and serves 
to explain his whole course on this bill: 


a profound reverence, what did he tell us? 


NY . 
INO, Sir. 


** We believe no permanent adjustment of that question 
possible, except by a return to that original policy of the 
jathers of the Republic, by which slavery was restricted 
Within State limits ; and freedom,without exception or limit 
ation, was to be secured to every person outside of State 
limits, and under the exclusive jurisdiction of the General 
Government. ”’ 


What, then, is that? It is insisting upon the 
compromise so far as he likes; it is invoking 
‘* nlighted faith’’ to sustain the compromise so far 
as he likes it, with a distinct announcement that, 
so far as he does not like it, he goes for repydia- 
ting it. What is the effect of that upon the Mis- 
sourl compromise? It is to.convert it, not into a 
compromise line, but to give it the same effect and 
operation, in every respect whatever, as if that Mis- 
souri compromise, instead of being that slavery 
should be prohibited north of 369 30’, had been, in 
terms, that slavery shall be prohibited every where. 
That is the maintenance of plighted faith! Thatis 
the mode in which we are taught to regard the argu- 
ments so pathetically urged to us, to maintain the 
plighted faith of the Government! It is to take 
what is offered, and to refuse the consideration. 
It is to maintain what you have gotten upona bar- 
gain, and to deny that, in consideration of which, 
what you have gotten was obtained. It is to say, 
‘* adhere to a compromise on your part, which | 
utterly disregard and trample under foot.”’ 

Sir, is there any difference, in point either of 
moral or of legal obligation, between an express 
and an implied stipulation? None. In the court 
below, they hold every man as fully bound in an 
implied engagementas by an express engagement. 
It isthe engagement that constitutes the obligation. 
It is binding in law; it is binding in morals. Honor 
requires that he who has obtained from another 
anything upon an implication that that other is te 
receive something in return, should faithfully dis- 
charge the obligation by which he has procured 
that which otherwise would not have been given. 

Now, Mr. President, 1 do not make these re- 
marks by way of blaming the honorable Senator | 
from Ohio for the course which he thinks proper to 
pursue. I havenoright to blame him. I am no 
tribunal totry him. But when the honorable gen- 
tleman proposes an amendment of this character 
to the bill, I cannot help seeing that, under his 
notions with regard to his obligation to maintain | 
what he calls freedom to every human being under | 
the authority of the United States,and under the 
view which he announces with regard to the oper- 
ation of the Constitution of the United States, he 
is bound to refuse to us everything: that he canbe} 
bound by no bargain, and that no stipulation which 


| in particular. 


AL GLOBE. 


@iuce slavery, even if they choose. 


red 





assent, would bind him for an hour—I mean with 
regard to the subject of slavery. 

W hy is it not clear? Suppose that the honor. 
able Senator were to agree to a compromise now 
to allow the people in these Territories to choose 
whether they would have slavery or not. Upon 
his argument he could not be morally bound by 
it. Why? Hethinks the Constitution prohibits 
slavery in the ‘Territories; he thinks that the peo- 
ple of the Territories cannot be allowed to intro. 
lam not men- 
tioning this as a matter of complaint; I am not 
alleging it against him as blame; I am not affirm- 
ing that it implies any moral turpitudein him. -[t 
isthe necessary logical consequence of the positions 
which he lays down as fundamental on this sub- 


ject; and therefore it is idle for us to talk about com- 


promises with the honorable Senator; for the hon- 
orable Senator who now puts ** Maintain Pl ghted 
Faith’ at the head of hisspeech, published a speech 
here during Congress when the compromise meas- 
ure of 1850 were adopted, which he headed with 
the solemn title of ‘* Freedom,’’ I think it was, or 
‘* Liberty without Compromise.” He is against 
compromises, and yet calls upon us to enforce that 


| poruon of the Missouri compromise by which our 


the United 


rights were restricted, as we think. 

Now, sir, the true, direct, and manly course to 
meet this question is that suggested by my hon- 
orable friend from Hlinois, [Mr. Surevps.} Put 
into your amendment that the people of the Ter- 
ritories shall be at liberty to exclude or introduce: 
and if there is anything in the Constitution of 
States which disables a_ territorial 
government from introducing slavery, if the hon- 
orable Senator believes that, if he is sincere ip 
that opinion, there sits a tribunal below us who 
will pass upon the validity and constitutionality 
of any act that we may pass. 

I have no hesitation, therefore, in saying that I 
shall vote against the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio. The clause as it stands is ample. It 
submits the whole authority to the Territory to 
determine for itself. That, in my judgment, is the 
place where it ought to be put. If the people of 
these Territories choose to exclude slavery, so far 
from considering itas a wrong done to me or to my 
constituents, I shall not complain of it. It is their 


| own business. 


W ell, again, the Senator says that the bills passed 
by the Territorial Legislatures are subject to the 
approval or disapproval of the Governor, and that 
they are subject to the revision and disapproval 
of Congress. Be it so; but not upon this subject 
It applies to the whole legislative 
power of the Territory. The Territory is not an 
independent State. The Territory is not emanci- 
pated from our paramount jurisdiction and con- 
trol, and there is no inconsistency whatever in 
retaining in the bill these restrictive and revising 
powers, and the bill stands with these complete 
and fair. The restricting and revising power 
which applies to the subject of slavery applies to 
every other power of legislation. The bill does 
not select this case, as a case in which the action 
of the Territorial Legislature shall be submitted to 
the Governor; and having received the sanction of 
the Governor, it does not provide that in this case, 
in regard to slavery, it shall come under the con- 


| sideration of Congress; but it is the precise pro- 


vision, in so many words, which was incorporated 
into the bills for the organization of the territorial 
governments of Utah and New Mexico, and is 


| in no way inconsistent with what the bill alleges, 


‘| on this point. 





and that is, that we intend to leave them freedom 
upon this subject—just the same freedom that we 
leave them upon any and every other subject of 
legislation. 

Mr. President, [ am content with these remarks 
I was necessarily absent in the 
court below at the time when the honorable Sen- 
ator from Texas concluded his remarks. I desire 


|| to be heard upon this bill, and upon the whole bill. 
| [ am in favor of the bill; and I wish to show why 


I am; and I wish to answer the objections which 
1 have heard taken against it in this Chamber, 80 
far as I think it necessary to do so. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the Senator will 
allow me, I will move to adjourn. 

Mr. PRATT. Oh, no; let us take the ques- 
tion upon the amendment. . 

Mr. CASS. We cannot take the question yet 
on this amendment. There is something more to 
be said upon it. 


niet ttieenn adipen: 








> @ 


oss 


: 
/ 


ie ea. 


Ba gone 


1854. 




















vote upon this amendment will not be pressed this | 
evening. - There can be no necessity for urging 
us to a vote Row upon this precise Tasaee I 
desire to submit my views upon tt, do not de- 


sire to make a speech upon the bill, nor anything 


able Senator from Illinois, the chairman of the 
Committee on Territories, but with a very clear 
judgment that, if Congress has not constitutional 
competency to legislate either one way or the 
other—either to introduce or prohibit slavery in 
like a regular argament upon this point; but Sen- || the ‘Territories—a territorial government has no 
ators certainly understand that this has been a || derivative althority to do so from any act which 
mooted question for a long time; and I learn from || Congress can pass. 

the remarks which the honorable Senator from Mr. BROWN. Certainly not. 

North Carolina has submitted, that he thinksthat |} Mr, BUTLER. I do not intend to go into this 
by the vote which we have just taken upon the |! discussion; and I am perfectly willing to leave this 
amendment submitted by the chairman of the | question under the Constitution. 


ie ies F av 7 ’ + * . - 
Committee on Territories, we have yielded more Mr®DAWSON. There is where it ought to 
than | think we have yielded. Sir, if gentlemen be left : 
from the South and from the North make speeches, Mr. BUTLER. 1 am perfectly willing to leave 
shich ¢ ro upon the record, and by which our | . eee eee ne _) g 
which are to e be vA "7 ~ ae es to be | it under the Constitution, to be decided by the law 
. s questio s or times tc ; : 10) 
action upon 2 van P wel <1 tribunals of the country; and that is the true 
interpreted, ya ' on 4 dkadae akton came ground upon which to put it. If, in the process 
> point; so that w or ‘ : s || >. ; aS ee an 
the point; nt ; ibe: ee saad pee apatiaes of settlement, the people of these Territories shall 
pes 7. - co all a e did ra ah the nkd cpisent in be prepared to assume upon themselves the attri- 
stood that a 8 } Tees s . 
: utes a sovereig tate, t ner- 
the view taken by the honorable Senator from utes of a ereign State, they can then, cet 
Nearch C : o tainly, either exclude or admit slavery. I presume 
North Carolina, and by the honorable Senator ) ] 
f California, [Mr. Wetter,] the other day, if that will not be denied byany one. During their 
a oe | en catenin. | 2 my say, in ahs growth, and before they undertake to become a 
erstoot : ‘ Sz . . 
er y > he State, can they assume lo exercise a power which 


gle wor rithout intending to discuss the point ‘ : : 
gle word, with . Sa hysam I Congress itself, under the Constitution, cannot 
now, that I have not, in my own judgment, and > . Ke : a 

7 confer uponthem? ‘They can have no derivative 


rus have not in my action here, yielded 3 : ; 
I trust | y »y power ou the subject from an act of ours. 


the principle that the people of the Territories, Mr. CAMS. ‘Stint 6 & matiac ta baarmeed. 1 


o ther territorial existence, have the right to sa - : 
during tf : o.. differ from the honorable Senator in toto. 
exclude slavery. I have not intenaed to yield 1} Rd 
rave a single remark to 


that point, and [do not mean that my action, in Mr. WELLER. le 
future times, shall be so construed. As fam not | ™&ke, though not upon the point which is now be- 
prepared with authortes to go-on upon this pre-| i di#cunsed. Although; aa sad in my remarks 
cise puint this evening, ope that I shall be | 0"? Peart ne : gent win- 
aed about fifteen minutes Seiad the vote is | Ciples of the bill, there are some provisions in it 
taken, when I will have the authorities with me, which do not receive the sanction of my judgment. 
to give my views upon a | eo alone. ca aa cemallich wae el aes — 
Therefore, if other gentlemen wish to discuss the oe : 
question further, I a WJ be zo or sete Vaeuur ap tnie paca buanadadtamaometdian: 
nial *i8 Yee s j Som- 
uh Sa jp neha? rents sina oeaties 8 mittee on Territories should have reported this 
morrow. bill, on this point, differently from those which 
Mr. DOUGLAS. As the honorable Senator have preceded it in our legislation, The veto of 
from North Carolina proposes to discuss the main ||. the Governor should bea qualified one. _ I believe 
question to-morrow, and as itis late this evening, in Oregon a bare majority of the T erritorial Le- 
and as there is a necessity for an Executive ses- , 3!Slature can overrule the veto of the Governor. I 
sion, | move to postpone the further consideration | #™ willing, pecs: to place it where the Con- 
of this bill until to-morrow, in order that we may |, Stitution of the United States has placed the veto 
proceed to the consideration of Executive business. Se eaemeuny il ae ain Mins abana 
r. CASS. , ’ 
are noe ep erence eer and I would not, under any circumstances, invest 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. an absolute and unqualified veto inone man. I 
Mr. CASS. Mr. President, it seems to me that || C@Mnot vote for the bill with such a provision 
the discussion may just as well go on upon this || 1 !t- ae 
point - upon any oiher. The honorable Senator inn tne piamaed cae beh 
from Mississippi | Mr. ROWN as touched on || © . ; : 
one of the a scoatiin ceaniaid with it, and || fornia has referred, and some others, under aT 
which has not been touched upon before. It is a | sideration, and they intend to dispose of these two 
very grave and a very important question. The points—that is, the veto power of the Governor, 
power of the people of the Territories to legislate and as to the revisary power of Congress when 
upon their internal concerns, during the period of | W arrive at them. These two provisions are in 
these temporary governments, is most clearly this bill because they were in the Utah bill, which 
given in this bill, if the Constitution permits it. | was our guide. Iam aware that the former ter- 
Mi. BADGER. Certainly. ritorial bills gave the Governor only a qualified 
Mr. CASS. If the Constitution does not per- || Veto. I believe the lowa bill required two thirds 
mit, they have not got it. of the Legislature to overrule the veto; and in the 
Mr. BADGER. That is clear. Oregon billa majority was required. I intend, 
Mr.CASS. Behind that stands the other ques- when we get through with this provision, to call 
tion, which must be discussed here; and I, for the especial attention of the Senate to that subject, 
one, am determined that my constituents shall and state what my own views are upon it. The 
know my views on the point. It is one on which || “lause providing for a revision of the laws by Con- 
the honorable Senator from Mississippi and my- | "8s has been uniformly inserted, and it arose in 
self differ, and haye differed radically, but on | ‘his way: In the early history of this country a 
which, as I trust, we differ, and shall differ, || Territory was legislated for by the governor and 
properly. It is whether, by virtue of the Consti- judges. Inasmuch as they had no Legislature, no 
tution of the United States, there is a kind of | representation, no popular Government, we re- 
motive power in slavery that immediately spreads quired their laws to be submitted here, either for 
it over any territory, or by virtue of which any | ®pproval or disapproval. Since the Territories 
slave may be taken to any territory of the United have had Legislatures, it has becomea serious ques- 
States, as soon as it is annexed to the Union, | tion whether any such revision is necessary; but 
believe I state the point properly. It has been | the friends of the bill wil consider that matter 
before us heretofore, and is {amiliar to us all, | When we get through with this point. I renew 
Now, behind the power of the people, given by | MY motion to postpone the further consideration 
the bill, to exercise this privilege in respect to their | Of the bill, in order that we may proceed to the 
internal concerns, stands this grave question; and | Consideration of Executive business. 
the honorable Senator from Mississippi is perfectly Mr. BUTLER. With the understanding that 
right in wishing to give his views upon it; for I || the Senator from North Carolina has the floor. 
presume this is the point to which he alludes;|| Mr. DOUGLAS. Of course. 
indeed, I am sure of it. || Mr. BRODHEAD. I move that the Senate 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, before the dis- || adjourn. 
cussion goes further upon this question, I wish to || The motion was agreed to; and 
save myself. Iam perfectly willing to vote for | ‘The Senate adjourned. 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I hope that the || the clause as it has been modified by the honor- | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





i 


423 


REPRESENTATIVES. 

Wepnespay, February 15, 1854. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wituiam H. Mirsern. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER lJaid before the House a com- 
munication from the Treasury Department, trans- 
mitting from the Commissioner of Customs, in 
conformity with the provisions of the act of Con- 
gress approved March 3, 1809, entitled ** An act 
to further amend the several acts for the establigh- 
ment and regulation of the Treasury, War, and 
Navy Departments,’’ and the act passed March 3, 
1817, entitled ** An act to provide for the prompt 
settlement of the public accounts,’’ a statement of 
the accounts due more than three years prior to 
the 30th of June, 1853, on the books of the Regis- 
ter of the Treasury. 

On motion by Mr. HIBBARD, the communica- 
tion was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 

Mr. COBB. The homestead bi!] is now the 
special order for consideration in the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union; and, with the 
consent of the House, I shall present an amend- 
ment, which I desire to be made to it, so that it 
may be referred to that committee, and ordered to 
be printed. 

There was no objection; and the amendment 
was introduced, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

The same course as the above was pursued in 
reference to substitutes for the homestead bill sub- 
mitted by Messrs. Lercurr, Grow, and Henn, 
and amendments to it by Messrs. Watsu and 
ETHERIDGE. 

MISSOURI COMPROMISE. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I heve re- 
ceived, Mr. Speaker, the remonstrance of Joseph 
H. Allen and four hundred and forty-five others, 
citizens of Bangor, Maine, against the repeal of 
the Missouri compromise; which I move be re- 


Prayer 


| ferred to the Committee on Territories, and or- 


dered to be printed. 
Mr. BOYCE. I object to the introduction of 
the remonstrance. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I will then present it un- 


| der the rule. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BISSELL, from the Committee on Milita- 
ry Affairs, reported back without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, Senate biil 
No. 124, entitled ** An act for the relief of Allen 


|G. Johnson;’’ which was referred to a Committee 


of the Whole House, made the order of the day 
for to-morrow, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported back 
Senate bill No. 184, entitled ** An act for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Elizabeth C. Smith, of Missouri,’”’ 
without amendment, and with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass; which was referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, made the order of 
the day for to-morrow, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported back 
Senate bill No. 135, entitled ** An act for the relief 
of Adam D. Stuart, paymaster of the United States 
Army,’’ without amendment, and with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass; which was referred toa 
Committee of the W hole House, made the order of 
the day for to-morrow, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported back 
House bill No. 135, entitled **A bill for the relief 
of the United States troops who were sufferers by 
the recent disaster to the steamship San Fran- 
cisco.”’ 

M:. BISSELL. It will be recollected that this 
bill passed the House, ind went to the Senate. 
That body returned it to us with three amend- 
ments, and it was again referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. That committee recornmend 
concurrence in the first and third amendments; and 
non-concurrence in the second amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, obtained the floor. 

Mr. BISSELL. Mr. Speaker, if I could have 
the attention of the House for a moment, I would 
desire to make a remark 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 

[Mr. Davis] has the floor. 
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r : , er. th 
Mr. DAVIS. I merely want to say, sir, that 
I would prefer to have the whole bill read, with 
the amendments, for the information of the Liouse. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
whole bill first, and then the amendments. 

The bill was accordingly read. 

The SPEAKEI! ‘he Senate propose to 


amend the bill, as follows: 

‘Seo. 1, line B, after the word ‘sea,’ insert ‘and to 
Lieutenant Prancis K. Murray, aud any other officers or 
seamen of the United States Navy who were on board the 
suid steainship under orders.’ ? 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Bisseix.) Does the 
committee recommend concurrence tn this amend- 
ments 


Mr. BISSELL. 


onmend 


Yes, sir; the committee rec- 
concurrence im it. And I would say, 
that the committee of the House intended to em- 
brace Lieutenant Murray, of the Navy, in the ori- 
ginal bill. He was on board the ship, under orders, 
to join his squadron in the Pacific ocean. IL pre- 
sume the Elouse will have no objection to the 
amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Mr. BISSELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would 
prefer to have the third amendment read next. 

The SPEAKER, 
third amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


The Clerk will report the 


“Sire. 2. line 8, at the end of the section add the follow 
ing words: ‘And that the widows and minor children of 
those officers, non Commissioned officers, and privates who 
perished by that disaster, or who died by disease in conse 
quence thereof, sha'l be allowed pensions in the same 


manner, inall respects, as ifthe said officers, 1on-commiis- 


sioned officers, and privates had been killed in battle.’ ”’ 

‘The question was put, and the amendment was 
concurred in. 

Mr. BISSELL. Now let the second amend- 
ment be read, in which the committee do not con- 
cur. 

The amendment was reported as follows: 

© At the end of the first section add the following: 6 Pro 
vided, that the amountof the pay and allowances advanced 


' 


ty the officers and men, by the authority of the President, 
previous to their embarkation, shall be brought to their 
credit, and that their receipts for the same be canceled.’ ”’ 

Mr. BISSELUL. Mr. Speaker, it will be re- 
membered by this House, that before the embark- 
ation of these soldiers for California, the President 
directed that there should be advanced to them six 
months’ pay. Some of the officers and soldiers 
availed themselves of the privilege which was thus 
allowed them. Others did not. Some received 
two months’ pay in advance; some four months’; 
some six months’; somenoneatall. Thisamend- 
ment provides that the amounts received by the 
soldiers and officers, under that order, shall be 
canceled. ‘That would seem to operate unjustly, 
inasmuch as many of these officers and men did 
not receive any advance at all; while others did 
receive pay, varying some for two months, and 
some for six months. 

‘The committee were of opinion, therefore, that 
the House ought not to concur in that amend- 
ment; and they have recommended non-concur- 
rence accordingly, with a view to ask for the ap- 
pointment of a committee of conference from this 
House to confer with the Senate committee; 
which [ think will result in making matters satis- 
factory to us all. 

The question was put on the amendment, and 
it Was not concurred in. 

Mr. BISSELL. Mr. Speaker, if this be the 
proper ume, | would ask for the appointment of 
this committee of conference to meet the Senate 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The usual time for appoint- 
ing the committee of conference is after the Senate 
shall have acted on our rejection of their amend- 
ment 

Mr. BISSELL, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the petition and 
pares of Samuel J. Raybourn, reported a bill for 
is relief; which was read a first and second time 
by its tile, and referred to a Committee of the 
W hole House. 

Mr. BISSELL. I have another report from 
the same committee, which is mislaid at this mo- 
ment, and | ask the privilege of reporting it when 
1 shall find it. 

OBSTRUCTIONS TO UNITED STATES MAILS. 
Mr. MiLLSON, 


tion 


I rise to a privileged ques- 
‘Some ten or twelve days ago, a bill to pre- 
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vent obstructions to the United States mails; or, | 


to describe it more accurately, to punish injuries 


to railroads, was reported and referred to the Com- | 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
afterwards, a motion was made to reconsider that 
vote, which motion is still pending. 

The Erie troubles, which doubtless furnished the 
occasion for reporting this bill, are, said to be 
quieted, and I understand there is no further dispo- 
sition to press this motion to reconsider. But as 
I do not know how soon other occurrences may 
take place, there or elsewhere, which may tempt 
the House to the exercise of such powers as are 
contemplated by this bill, | move to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the 
title of the biil. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

‘** A bill to secure the safe transmission of the 
United States mails upon railroads.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion is to 
reconsider the vote by which that bill was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. Thegen- 
tleman 
that motion, and moves to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. 

The question was then put, and the motion to 
reconsider was laid upon the table. 


REPORTS——AGAIN. 

On motion by Mr. CRAIGE, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the memorial of Randall 
Pegg, for additional pay tor serviees as watchman to the 
Patent Office in the years 1659-50, be discharged from tie 
turther consideration of the same, and that il be laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. CRAIGE, from the same committee, re- 
ported the following resolution: 

i 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and 


authorized to cause a supplemental contract 
to be made with the contractors tor the marble for the Cap- 
itol extension to procure the columns and ashlar in larger 
blocks than required by the specilications of their present 
contract. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I desire to make a short state- 
ment in reference to that resolution, showing the 
necessity of its passage. 

The SPEAKER. 
gentleman intended the resolution as a joint one. 
{tis not so by its form. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I did intend it assuch. 

The SPEAKER. The alteration in form will 
be made, and then the resolution will be read a 
second time. 

The resolution was accordingly modified, and 
read a second time, by its ttle, as a joint resolu- 
tion, in reference to contracts for the extension of 
the Capitol, 

Mr. CRAIGE. On the 19th day of September, 
185l,a contract was entered into between Mr. 
Walter, the architect of the Capitol, and certain 
eentiemen, for the marble work to be used for the 
extension of the United States Capitol. The archi- 
tect agreed to pay these parties *‘ at the rate of 65 
cents per cubic foot for all blocks of marble con- 
taining thirty cubic feet or less, and $1 98 per 
cubic foot for all blocks of marble containing over 
thirty cubic feet, according to the provisions, con- 
ditions, and requirements of the agreement.’”’ 

According to the eleventh specification of the 
contract, ** the shafts, exclusive of the capital and 
the lower diameter to be three feet, and the upper 
base, were to be twenty-five feet five inches high, 
diameter two feet seven inches. ‘The upper torus 
of the base to be cut on the lower frustum of the 
shaft, and none of the frusta of the shaft to be less 
than four feet in height.’ Those who have charge 
of the extension now desire to have these blocks 
in large pieces. At the time the contract was made, 
it was supposed that they could not be so fur- 
nished; but the committee understand now, from 
those having charge of the quarries from which 
the marble is supplied, that blocks in large pieces 
can be furnished; but they refused to furnish them 
at the prices at which they had agreed to furnish 
the smaller. 

According to the twenty-fifth specification, ‘‘the 
ashlar work throughout the buildings was to have 
beds from nine to eighteen inches, cut square 
throughout the entire thickness of the stone, and 
to be slightly free from the square on the front 
edge, to prevent fracture at the joints.”’ 

he architect and superintendent of this work 


think that these beds ought to be eighteen inches, 
and 


two feet 


he is hereby, 





from Virginia [Mr. Mixtson] calls up | 


I'he Chair supposes that the ' 
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refuse to furnish thém at the low prices at which 
they were to furnish the other beds. 

In order that we may therefore get the necessar 
supply of marble to carry on this work, | think 
it necessary that a change in the contract should 
be made. At the last session of Congress, the 
work of the Capitol was required to be measured 
according to the existing contract. The superin- 
tendent of the work did not feel himself at liberty 
to order the blocks of tlie size which the archj- 
tect required without the concurrence of Congress 
and therefore the committee having this matter in 
charge have directed me to report the resolution 
which has been read,and which I ask may be put 
upon its passage now. 

The resolution was then ordered to be engrossed, 
and having been engrossed, was then read the third 
lime. 

The question then being, ‘* Shall the resolution 
pass?” it was taken, and decided in the affirma- 
tive. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, made an adverse report 
in the case of J. R. Sands, of the United States 
Navy; which was laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief of W. D. Porter, of the United 
States Navy; which was read the first and second 
time by its title. 

Mr. P. said: There are circumstances connected 
with this bill which, if they were brought to the 
attention of the House, would, I think, induce the 
House to pass the bill at once. It provides for 
no appropriation, and avoids that question entirely. 
The bill has passed the Senate twice, and has only 
failed to pass this House from want of time. [t 
proposes to leave the settlement of the accounts in 
this case entirely with the Auditor. It simply 
grants the power to a lieutenant in the Navy to 
settle his accounts, for until they are settled he 
cannot go into service. He has been in Wash- 
ington for some three years, detained from service. 
On this account I ask that the bill be put upon its 
passage. 

The bill was read through by the Clerk. 

It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Navy to cause the accounts of W. D. Porter, a 
lieutenant in the Navy of the United States, for 
moneys actually expended by him in. bringing 
Amin Bey and suite to the United States, in con- 
formity with the request of the Hon. George P. 
Marsh, the Minister of the United States at Con- 
stantinople, to be audited and settled, provided that 
the whole sum shall not exceed $2,204 32. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I submit that the 
bill makes an appropriation, and that, in accord- 
ance with the rules of the House, must be first 
considered in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PERKINS. The bill makes no appropri- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will again be read, 
and the Chair will then determine whether it must 
go to the Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk again read the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Chair will perceive that 
it makes no appropriation, It simply guards 
against an excess being paid to Lieutenant Porter. 
It does not say that even one dollar is due to him, 
but simply says that the Secretary of the Navy 
may audit and settle his accounts, and guards 
against paying more than a certain amount. 

The SPEAKER. Under the provisions of the 
bill, if any money shall be found due to Lieuten- 
ant Porter, the Chair thinks he could draw it with- 
out any further legislation. In accordance with 
the rules and usages of the House, therefore, it 
must go to.the Committee of the Whole House, 
unless, by unanimous consent, the rule be set 
aside, 

Mr. PERKINS. If that be the case, I have no 
desire to press the passage of the bill upon the 
House now. I move that it be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and made the 
order of the day for to-morrow. — ‘ 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill accord- 
ingly referred. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported ‘* A bill for the relief of 
E. A. F. Levalette, a captain of the United States 
Navy;” which was read a first and second time 


tand six inches; but the contractors i by its title, referred to the Committee of the 
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Whole House, made the order of the day for to- 
morrow, and ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I am directed, by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to report back 
a large number of petitions from different States, 
asking that all national disputes may be settled 
fy arbitration, with the request that the committee 
oy be discharged from the further consideration 
of the same, and that they be laid upon the table. 

[here being no objection, the order was accord- 
ingly m ide. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, from the Commit- 

yn Military Affairs, reported adversely upon 
the memorial of Francis A. McCauley; which was 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


y 
ma 


Mr. EWING. I wish to present a memorial, 
which | elieve comes within the rule of privilege, 
in respect to the right of one of the members of 
this flouse to a seat upon this floor. I have re- 
ceived this morning, as one of the members of the 
Committee of Elections, a memorial, signed by 
certain citizens of New York, representing that 
t 
Congress from that dastrict, is not a citizen by nat- 
uralization of the United States, and that he was 
born in Lreland. 

l-wish to present this petition simply as a 

ember of the Committee of Elections, and have 

referred to that committee, without being un- 
{ to express any opinion in reference to it, 
than simply to say that [ should be very 
) part with my friend over the way. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman need not give 
himself any trouble on my account. 

| norial was accordingly referred. 


sorry t 


Mr. BISSELL, from the Committee on Mili- 
ry Affairs, reported a bill ‘* for the relief of the 
al representatives of Captain William Davis, 

Commander of the United States transport 


Eufaula;’’? which was read a first and 





oner 


d time by its title, referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, made the order of the day 
for to-m rrow, and ordered to be printed. 


On motion by Mr. HENDRICKS, the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions was discharged from 
the further consideration ¢f the memorial of Lieu- 
tenant William H. Weirick; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, made adverse reports on the 
applications of Zacariah Long and Robert Hughes 
for pensions; which was ordered to lie upon the 


tabie Y 


Mr. H., from the same committee, reported | 


mack Senate bill (No. 155) ‘‘ eranting five years 


ialf pay to the widow of Captain John W. Gun- 


i 


l 
] 


nison,’’ with a recommendation that it do pass. 
The bill was referred to a Committee of the 

Whole House, made the order of the day for to- 

morrow, and ordered to be printed. ' 


Mr. H., from the same committee, reported 

back Senate bill (No. 121) ‘*for the relief of Amelia 
Brown, widow of Major,General Jacob Brown, 
deceased,’’ with a recommendation that it do not 
pass. 
_ Mr. H. said: [tis right, perhaps, before I make 
the motion which I intend to submit, that I should 
State to the House that this Senate bill for the re- 
liet of the widow of Major General Brown gives 
her back pension to the amount of $19,000, and 
gives her, also, a pension for life, at the rate of 
$100 per month. This is in violation of all the 
ples that have governed the action of Con- 
gress in reference to pensions. I move that the 
bill do lie upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the 
bill will be so disposed of, 

Mr. HUGHES. I object. 

Mr. ORR. I would like to inquire of the chair- 
man of the committee if there is no merit at all in 
the bill? Perhaps it would be better to refer it to 
a Committee of the Whole House, and consider it 
there. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Indiana withdraw the motion to lay the bill upon 
the table? : 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 
reply 
will 


prince) 


I do, fora moment. In 
'y to the gentleman from South Carolina, I 
Will say that, in my judgment, there is much merit 
in the application of Mrs. Brown for a pension; 
but the Committee on Invalid Pensions have re- 


ported to this Housea bill, giving her such p pen- | 


the Hon. Mixe Watsnu, the Representative in 


‘ 
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sion as she would be entitled to under the general 
law: That bill is before a Committee of the W hole 
House, and will be acted upon, and made to suit 
the House, as a matter of course. 

Mr. ORR. Then F have no objection to the 
genuleman’s motion. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I now renew the motion 
to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. HUNT. I ask for tellers on that motion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for the yeas 
and nay®. 

My. ORR. I hope the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will withdraw that demand. If the House 
had heard what the gentleman from Indiana {Mr. 
Henpricks] said, | am sure they would not hesi- 
tate to lay the bill upon the table. The Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions has already reported a 
bill for the relief of Mrs. Brown, and it has been 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House. 
There is, therefore, no necessity for sending this 
bill there. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. PRATT. | hope the gentleman from South 
Carolina will be permitted to make a statement. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The motion is to lay the bill 
upon the table, and it is not debatable. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. For the purpose of ena- 
bling the House properly to understand this whole 
question, | will, forthe present, withdraw the mo- 
tion to lay upon the table, and explain the condi- 
tion of this bill. ‘The Committee on invalid Pen- 


sions have reported a bill giving to the widow of 


General Brown such pension as she could receive 
under the general pension law of the United States 
—that is, half pay for ten years. This bill, which 
the committee have reported, vives her half pay 
for ten years—no more than she could get under 
the general pension law. 

Mr. OLDS. I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana a question. 

Mr. HENDRICKS yielded the floor. 

Mr. OLDS. The question I desire to ask is this: 
Does the bill, as it came from the Senate, propose 
to give to the widow of Major General Brown 
any larger pension than during the last Congress 
was Yiven to the widow of General Worth? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The bill-which the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions have reported does 
not give so large a pension as that of the widow 
of General Worth. 

Mr. OLDS. But General Worth was higher in 
rank in the Army of the United States than Gen- 
eral Brown. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The widow of General 
Worth received fifty dollars per month. Sut the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions did not think that 
this departure from the general policy of the pen- 
sion laws ought to be followed by this Congress, 
That case was a fleparture from the policy of the 
general law. The general law gives to the widow 
of any officer—if the grade which he holds be 
above that of lieutenant colonel in the infantry— 
the half pay for five years which a lieutenant col- 
onel in the infantry would receive. 

The bill which we have reported in favor of Mrs. 
Brown gives her for ten years, the half pay of a 
lieutenant colonel of infantry: that is, thirty dol- 
lars per month. If the House consider this pen- 
sion too small, it can, as a matter of course, be 
increased. That bill is now pending before Con- 
gress, and is, therefore, under the control of this 
House. Ifthe House think that thirty dollars per 
month for ten years Is not enough to give to the 
widow of General Brown, then, | repeat, that bill, 
as a matter of course, can be amended, to suit the 
wishes of the House. 

The bill which we have reported, and which is 
now before the House, comes from the Senate; 
and I am inclined to think that that bill did not 
receive the careful consideration of that body, for 
I have never known, in the history of mere. legis- 
lative action, such a bill to pass any /egislative 
body. 

The Senate bill gives her a pension from the 
year 1838, at the rate of the half pay which her 
husband was entitled to receive. His half pay 
while in the service was a hundred doliars per 
month—his whole pay two hundred dollars per 
month—a brigadier general of the Army of the 
United States. The half pay since 1838 to the 
present time, to which Mrs. Brown would be en- 
itled according to this bill, would give her upwards 
of $19,000 of back pension; and the bill would 


—— 


That bill, | think, the House ought to lay upon the 
table. p 

A Memser. I think so too. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 1 think it ought to be 
condemned in the most emphatic manner that this 
House can condemn it. 


lor these reasons, sir, l 
move to lay the bill upon the table—— 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee, (interrupting.) I 
wish to make an inquiry of the gentleman from 
Indiana, who reported this bill. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. What is it? 

Mr. JONES. The Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions have reported a bill giving to the widow of 
General Brown a pension, in pursuance of the gen- 
eral law of the land. I wish te ask the gentleman 
if there is any law upon the statute-books of this 
Government which authorizes the giving of a pen- 
sion to a widow of any person who dies in time 
of peace; and if the pension is due, in pursuance 
of a general law, what is the necessity for report- 
ing a bill at all? Why is it thata pension was 
not granted at the other end of the avenue? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. That question may be 
very well discussed when we come to take up the 
other billin the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. But, for the present, | say, in 
reply to the gentleman from Tennessee, that the 
general law upon the subject of pensions will give 
a pension to the widow of a soldier, or of an offi- 
cer, who dies in time of peace, provided he dies 
from the effect of wounds received in the public 
service, or from the effect of disease contracted 
during the war. 

The committee found that General Brown ¢id 
die from the result of wounds received during the 
war of 1812; and for that reason they thought the 
widow ought to have a pension. But she cannot 
vet her pension through the Pension Department 
of the Government, because shre cannot make the 
proof which the regulations of that Department 
require. It is satisfactorily shown, to the jude- 
ment of any man, | think, that General Brown did 
die in consequence of wounds received in the ser- 
vice of the country. 

1 am in favor of paying her a pension, as much 
as she would receive under the general law, but | 
am not in favor of such a bill as has come in here 
from the Senate. 

I renew the motion to lay the bill upon the table. 

The question was put, and the bill was laid upon 
the table. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. EDMANDS, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported back, without amend- 
ment, and with a recommendation that it do pass, 
Senate bill (No. 117) ** for the relief of Moses 
Olmsted ;’’ vahich was referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, made the order of the day for 
to-morrow, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. EDMANDS also, from the same committee, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it do pass, Senate bill ** for 
the relief of Mary C. Hamilton;”’ which was re- 
ferred toa Committee of the Whole E*ouse, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EDMANDS also, from the same committee, 
to whom was referred the petition of John Morri- 
son, of New York, a soldier in the war of 1812, 
for an increase of pension, made an adverse re- 
port thereon; which was laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EDMANDS also, from the same commit- 
tee, to which was referred the petition of O. H. 
Whitney and others, from Mexico, New York, 
for another law in regard to pensions, made an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 

Mr. EDMANDS also, from the same commit- 
tee, to which was referred the petition of Susan 
W orth, of Massachusetts, asking for a pension, 
made an adverse report thereon; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


[A message was here received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Assury Dickrys, its Secretary, 
informing the House that the Senate had passed a 
bill of this House of the following title: 

H. R. 175. ** An act for the relief of John O. 
Means.’’ 

Also, that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 
ing titles: 

S. 19. **An act to authorize the State of [linois 


to select the residue of the lands to which she is 


| also give her a hundred dollars per month for life. |) entitled under the act of 2d of March, 1627, grant- 
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ing land to aid that State in opening a canal to 
connect the waters of the Illinois river with those 
Luke Mic and 
Ss 46. **An act to provide for the ascertainment 


” 
evn: 
faction of claims ol 


by the French prior to the 


s” 


and sau American citizens for 
: committed 
Blet day of July, 1801. 
In which he was directed to ask the concurrence 

of the House } 
Mr. EDMANDS, from the same committee, 
ick without amendment, and with arec- 
ommendation that itdo pass, House bill (No. 167) 
‘for the relief of pensioners under the act of Feb- 

ruary 3, 1853.’ 
The till was then read by the Clerk, as follows: 
Beit enacted hy the Senate and House of Representatives 
okthe United States of America in Congress « , That 
the wulow Officers, non Commissioned otheers, wusi 
cians, soldiers, mariners, the Revolutionary 
pare entitied to pensions under the actof February 
3, 1e5u, shall « fromthe same date 
the pensions authorzed by the act of July 29, 1848, which 

i he 4th day of Mareh, 1545.”’ 


agate ise ine 


Mr. E. said: I hope that the House will con- 
sent to pass the bill at this time, as s10ns 
are perfectly simple and plain, and are such as 
should commend every man who 
desires to see justice done to a class of petitioners 


BNMOHALLO 


reported | 


ssembilec 
ot 


or marines of 


Army ,wh 


mnmence their pensions 


its prov 


themselves to 


who are not now provided for by existing laws. 

Mr. ORR. 
to the © 
Union, ¢ 


| hope that the bill will be referred 
ynomittee of the Whole on the state of the 
nd printed. [tis proposed to modify the 
law which was passed the 3d of February, 1853, 
ina material particular, if | understand it trom the 
readin: ‘Phe report which has been submitted 
by the committee in this case has not been printed. 
it was thé intention of those who voted for the bill 
passed in Februdry, 1853, to restrict the 
mencement of pensions granted io widows by that 
act from the time when the application 
should be made, or, at least, not a time prior to 


com- 


to and 
the passage of the act lt is the correct pi inciple 
if 


the principle of giving pensions can be justified 


upon which all pensions should be granted. 


upon any rround at all, kas upon the ground that 
the Government gives to the beneficiary the means 
of subsistence. It is a gratuity, and the excuse 
for the gratuily is, to vive him a support, and we 
should ‘not, therefore, go back eight or ten years 
behind the ume when the bill giving the pensions 
is passed, At all events, a bill of this character 
should be referred to the Committee of the Whole, 
and printed. Let the report also be printed; and 
if there be anything wrong in it, let the Commit- 
tee of the Whole have an opportunity of revising 
and amending it. [hope it will be sent to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Prior to the pas- 


sage of the act of 3d February, 1853Sno widow of 


a revolutionary soldier could receive a pension 
who had marred that soldier subsequent to the 
year 1800. The act of February 3, 1853, pro- 
vided, that the widows of revolutionary soldiers 
should receive pensions, notwithstanding the fact 


that they were married subsequent to the Ist of 


January, 1800; and no matter at what time. By 
this act, the widows of these soldiers are entitled 
to pensions, under the same rule, and subject to 
the same restrictions, as widows married prior to 
the Ist of January, 1800. Now, sir, when the 
act of 1853 was passed and applications for pen- 
sions came to be presented under it, the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions so construed it, that no pen- 
sion should commence before the passage of the act 
granting the pension, ‘That was the construction 
given at the Pension Office; and why is it that 
it has been contended that such a construction is 
wrong? Because, when that law was passed, and 


applications came to be made under it, if the pen- 
sion must commence with the date of its passage, 
February 3, 1853, not enough would be due to 
pay the agent making the application. 

But is not the principle, that the pension shall 
commence with the passage of the act granting it, 


a correct one? Suppose you allow it to date back 
to 4th March, 1848—nearly five years before the 
vassage of the law—and suppose that the soldier 
bimeelf, who, in the mean time, had been receiv- 
ing a pension, died on the Ist of January, 1853, 
if yon give the construction to the act of 1853 
which this bill proposes, it seems to me that by 
such a construction you would give two pensions, 
one to the soldier, and one to the widow. I there- 
fare say, that the bill, at least in this respect, re- 


quires amendment, that the motion of the gentle- | 


| . es = oo = 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Orr}. should pre- | 
| vail, and that the Committee of the Whole should 
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have an opportunity of examining it. 

Mr EDMANDs, Theactof February 3, 1853, 
not only states that this class of widows shall re- 
ceive a pension, but it also defines explicitly the 
manner in which it shall be granted. It provides, 
that they shail receive penstons in the same man- 
ner as the pensioner under the act of 1848. But, 
sir, the Commissioner of Pensions has seen fit 
so to construe that act as to make their pensions 
date from February 3, 1853; and it is in conse- 
quence of that construction that these pensioners 
come forward, very properly, as I believe, and 
ask that they may be allowed their pensions from 
the same period as those under the act of 1848. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts whether the law of 1853 
provides for a five years’ pension ? 

Mr. EDMANDs. Itdoes. That is the extent 
to Which it can be allowed, and it is only for half 

1yatthat. But, sir, | would also look into the 
intent of the law of 1848, and into the intent of 
the law of 1853. The law of 1848 merely pro- 
vided, that those widows who were married prior 
to 1800 should have pensions commencing with 
the passage of that act. The law of 1853 steps in 
to say, that those who married subsequently to 
1800 shall have the same rights and privileges as 
those who married prior to that period. 1 demand 
the previous question. 

Mr. JONES, I wish to ask the 
gentieman a single question, if he will withdraw 
the demand for the previous question. 


of Tennessee. 


The gen- 
tleman from Indiana inquired of the gentleman 
who reported the bill, if the act of 1853 does not 
limit the pensions to five years, and I ‘understood 
him to respond in the affirmative. Now, my un- 
derstanding of the act is, that the first section of it 
extends additional five years’ pensions to all 
widows of soldiers who have heretofore received 
five years’ pensions. The second section of the 
act extends the benefits of the pension laws to all 
widows of revolutionary soldiers who have been 
married subsequent to 1800. There is no pension 
law ever passed by Congress which limits pen- 
sions to revolutionary soldiers to five years, or to 
any period. The second section gives 
them during Iife,and that is the pension which it 
is now required shall go back and commence on 


the 4th of March, 1848. 


other 


if the pensions were for 


only five years, it would bea matter of indifference 


whether they commenced in March 1848, or in 
February 1853, but this is to give them pensions 
for life. 

Mr. EDMANDS. This bill is merely to carry 
out the act of 1853; it is merely declaratory of 
that act. I move the previous question. 

Mr. MILLSON. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. EDMANDS. I cannot withdraw the de- 
mand for the previous question. 

Mr. MILLSON. I wishto ask if this is the 
bill which the Commissioner of Pensions says 
will cost the Government $200,000 a year? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massa- 


| chusetts declines to withdraw the demand for the 


previous question, and debate is therefore not in 
order. 
The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be now put. 
The question now being on referring the bill to 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union, it was put; and, on adivision, there were— 
ayes 71, noes 48. 

Mr EDMANDS. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and Vait were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellersre- 
ported—ayes 80, noes not counted, 

So the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union, and was ordered 
to be printed. 


Mr. DEAN. I move that the rules be sus- 


| pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. 
pired ? 
The SPEAKER. It has not quite expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Before that question 
is put, | wish to say to the House that | am in- 
structed, by the Committee of Ways and Means, 


FULLER. 


Has’ the morning hour ex- 


E 


Feb. 15, 


of the House, to report a deficiency bill, in order 
that it may be referred and printed. 

Mr. DEAN. For the purpose of allowing the 
gentleman to make that report I withdraw m 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. Did I understand the gentle. 
man from Kentucky to ask the consent of th® 
House to make the report? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I said IT was jp. 
structed by the Committee of Ways and Means 
to inform the House of their readiness to report 
to the House, if it shall be their pleasure, a de. 
ficiency bill, that it may be referred and printed, 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will allow 
the Chair, he will suggest that the Committee of 
Ways and Means will soon be called upon for 
reports, if the House continues the call a short 
time longer. 

Mr. DENT, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to whom was referred the: petition of 
Libeas H. Babb, of Conway, New York, asking 
for an increase of pension, made an adverse re- 
port thereon; which was ordered to lie upon the 
table, and be printed. 

Mr. DENT also, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the petition of Leeman Gibbs, 
Watertown, Wisconsin, a soldier in the war of 
1512, asking for a pension, made an adverse re- 
port thereon; which was laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DENT also, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to provide a pension for James K, 
Welch, of Fulton county, New York; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, made the 
order of the day for to-morrow, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DENT also, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, as follows, made the order of the 
day for to-morrow, and ordered to be printed: 

‘A bill to be entitled ‘An act to create and 
provide a pension for David Towle, of Oxford 
county, in the State of Maine.’ ” 

Mr. DENT. I have been instructed, by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, to report a bill 
in the case of Captain Thomas Porter. Before 
the report is made, | desire to state the peculiar 


y 


, clrceumstances which surround this case. 


Since I was directed to make the report, and 
since the report in the case was made up, and the 
bill itself drawn in conformity thereto, | have 
been informed, by a gentleman from Indiana, that 
Captain Porter is dead. 

1 desire that the bill and report be read, and | 
hope, considering the peculiar circumstances of 
the case, that the bill, with an amendment which 
will be offered to it, will be passed now. 

The gentleman from Indiana will move an 
amendment to the bill. The case is a meritorious 
one, and | hope it will receive the prompt consid- 
eration of the House. I ask that the bill may be 
read. 

The bill, after being read a first and second time 
by its title, was read through. , 

The bill provides that the name of Captain 
Thomas Porter shall be placed upon the roll of 
invalid pensions, at the rate of twenty dollars per 
month, to commence on the second day of March, 
1831, deducting therefrom such sum or sums as 


| hertofore have been allowed and paid to him as 


to deciare their readiness, if it shall be the pleasure |! 


pension money. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Is it intended to put 
this bill upon its passage? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. DENT. I desire that the report may be 
read, as a part of my remarks. 


The report was then read, as follows: 


W.B. W. Denr, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, in the case of Captain Thomas Porter, makes the 
following report: 


That Thomas Porter entered the service in Captain 
James A. McClelland’s troop of volunteer light dragoons !D 
the month of October, 1812; continued in said service for 
one year; was severely wounded at the battle of Missino- 
way, on the 19th December, 18t2—so much so that he had 
to be and was carried on a litter from the battle ground to 
Dayton, Ohio, and from thence to Lebanon, Ohio, in 4 
sleigh. His horse was killed in said battle. Partially re- 
covering from said wound. he joined his troop in the foliow- 
ing spring, and marched to Fort Meigs; was in the first 
siege of said fort, at which place he was slightly wounded 
by a cannon ball, the same killing a second horse for him 
while in the attitude of marching. He continued in the 
service till the ciose of the campaign, partaking tn all the 
engagements of his squadron, and terminating with the — 
tle of ye Thames, after which he was discharged. Shortly 
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after leaving the volunteer service, he received, without 
ration op bis part, the appointment of ensign inthe six 

iment United States infantry, and soon thereafter, 
without -oleitation, the additional appointment from Pres 
coor Monroe, of assistant deputy quartermaster general, 
- ders to repair to Carlisle, in the State of Pennayl 
vania. He aeceerpted the appointment, and promptly re 
red to the post assigned him, and there continued, in the 
i-charge of bis duties, unul peace was made. 

winter of Lsi4-"15, he felt serious ineonve 
nie from the wounds he had previously received, and 
wa mfined to his bed for some weeks in consequence 
thereo From the month of October, 1819, in conse- 
uence of said wounds, he has been confined to his bed, 
_ orytehes, and his staf! His sufferings have been great, 
beyond the power of language to express. The greater part 
of the thigh bone, below where the ball passed, has been 
ectracted, and has left great inflammation, and a constant 

ne sore, Doctor Jeremiah H. Brown has known Cap- 
ate , rer sinee 182J—has been his physician since 1828. 
. J. Smith, Professor of Surgery in the Medical Col 
+ohio. Doctor Crookshanks, and Doctor A. Brown, 
Army surgeons, all certify to the disabilitv, and believe 
that it Was broughton by severe service and exposure in 
yer of 1814-15. Doetor Jabez Percival, a surgeon 
ician of fifty years’ standing, attending on Captain 
i four vears, commencing in [S19, agrees with the 
spove named me dical men, that the disability was incurred 
bv the hard service in the winter of 1814-715, and says, 
that in all bis history he has not witnessed so much suffer 
ing in any one patient. 

r muster rolls show that Captain Porter had his horse 
killed at Fort Meigs, that his saddle, holsters, and pistols 
were torn to pieces, and that he immediately supplied him 
cely with another horse, the committee find other and 
voluminous testimony, which they deem unnecessary to 


teent 


pair 
iulld 
ln 





bring into this report, as enough has already been adduced 
to show that Captain Porter served his country gallantly 
and faithfully in every position in which he was placed— 
that in the hour of danger he has bravely and enthusiastic 
ally stood by his country’s flag—that in’ so doing he has 
received wounds which make him an invalid for life—that 
he poor and needy—that the country owes hin a debt ot 
gratitude, and ought to pay it liberally and promptly—that 
It few remaining days may be soothed with the consola 
tion that his country, while she cannot heal those honor 
a sears, will provide for the necessities of him who wears 
them. The committee, therefore, recommend the passage 


of the bill. 

Pending the reading of the report— 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine, said, I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. Is it in order to have reports read 
during the morning hour upon private matters? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to read such a 
report as a part of the remarks of the gentleman 
asking such a privilege. The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Dent] asked for the reading of the 
report as a part of the remarks which he intended 
to make. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I move to amend the 
bill by adding at the end the following: 

And the amount found due, under the provisions of this 
bill, shall be paid to the children of the gaid Captain Thomas 
Porter 

I merely desire to state to the House, thatsince 
this report hus been made by the committee, Cap- 
tain Thomas Porter has deceased, in coasideration 
of which fact | have moved this amendment, pro- 
viding that the amount found due shall be paid 
tohis children. The bill, as reported by the com- 
mittee, does not encroach upon the precedents | 
heretofore set by Congress. In 1831, Congress 
placed upon the pension ro!l the name of Captain 
Thomas Porter, at the rate of eight dollars per 
month, At that time there was conclusive testi- 
mony that he was wounded at the battle of ‘ 
and at the battle of Fort Meigs; that the wounds 
were of an aggravated nature, and that they pro- 
duced disability, while he held the rank of captain. 
This evidence was before Congress at that tim®,; 
and it is now proposed in this bill that, in lieu of 
the eight dollars per month granted by Congress, 
his name shall be placed upon the pension roll to 
receive, instead of eight dollars per month, the 
half pay of ¢ iptain. 

I have known Captain Porter from my child- 
hood; and there is another, within the sound of 
my voice, the son of the lamented Harrison, late 
President of the United States, who has also 
known him from a child—— F 
_ Mr. DEAN, (interrupting.) I ask if the morn- 
ing hour has expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has expired. 

Mr. DEAN. I move that the House proceed 
to the business upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. LANE. Will the gentleman withdraw 
the motion long enough for me to move that this 
bill be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union ? 

Mr. DEAN. Certainly; I will withdraw for 


l 
that purpose, 


Mr. LANE. I now move that the bill and 


amendments be referred to the Committee of the |! 


— —— — 
Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the | 
report, be printed. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill accord- 
ingly referred. 

‘Mr. DEAN. I now move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. : 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Must not the rule 
be suspended to go into the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH. Then a two-thirds vote will be 
required. 

‘The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the 
House, a majority in this case may suspend the | 
rules. 


Mr. SMITH. 


I can only say, that I hope the 
| 
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usual latitude of debate is cut off. Does the gen- 
tleman appeal from the decision of the Chair? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I do 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 


if the Chair does not recollect 


I wish to ask 
distinetly that a 
year ago, when the House was in Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union upen this 
same bill, or a similar one—the bill of Mr. John- 
son, of Tennessee—there was the widest and most 
unbounded latitude of debate, and that this very 
question of order was raised, and overruled by 
the Chairman, Mr. Stanton, of Tennessee? 

‘The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of lUllinois. 
from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The appeal is entertained. 


The Chair has already stated, that when the home- 


The Chair will state the 


I appeal 


House wil proceed with the call of committees |gptead bill was under consideration during the last 


tor reports. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire to know whether 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BreckinripGe} 
can accomplish his purpose in reference to the de- 
ficiency bill if we go Into committee now ? 

Mr. SMITH. He cannot. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Then I hope the House 
will vote down the motion. 

A Memser. He can introduce his bill to-mor- 
row morning. 

The question was put, and Mr. Dean’s motion 
agreed to—ayes dU, nves not counted. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Oxps in the chair.) 

The ( HAIRMAN stated that the business be- 
fore the committee was the consideration of House 
bili (No. 37) ** to encourage agriculture, commerce, 
manufactures, and all other branches pf industry, 
by granting to every man who is the head of a 
family, and acitizen of the United States, a home- 
stead of one hundred and sixty @eres of land out 
of the public domain, upon condition of occu- 
pancy and cultivation of the same for the period | 
herein specified,’? and that the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. Meacuam] was entitled to the floor. 

NEBRASKA=—KANSAS—SLAVERY. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I propose to speak to-day 
on the subject of the Nebraska bill now before the | 
committee, and being somewhat indisposed, I in- 
tend to strip my remarks of everything prelimi- 
nary, and to give merely the naked line of argu- | 
ment that | wish to present on the subject, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a question of 
order. As the gentleman from Vermont has in- 
dicated the line of remark which he propeses to 
pursue, | make the point of order upon him that 
was made yesterday, that he is not speaking upon 
the subject now before the committee; that the 
House having limited the debate upon the home- 
stead bill, and appropriated this time for its dis- 
cussion, it is not in order, under the rules of the 
House, to discuss another subject. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the 
committee that this point was raised yesterday. 
The Chair stated then that the practice of the 
House had been to tolerate debate of this kind. 
On examining for precedents, however, the Chair 
has been unable to find any case in which a point 
of order was raised on this special point, although 
he knows that, during the last Congress, when 
the homestead bill was under consideration, great | 
latitude of debate was allowed. ‘The Chair stated 
yesterday that he should have been disposed then 
to sustain the point of order raised, if it had been 
raised for the fret time. He is willing, to-day, to 
sustain the point of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. MATTESON. I would inquire of the 
Chair if it is not within his recollection that this 
point has been repeatedly made before? I think, 
if the Chair will refresh his memory, he will re- | 
member that the point has been frequeptly made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will make 
himself distinctly understood by the committee, 
by stating the question as he understands it. The 
Chair is aware that the point of order has been 
made, that in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union great latitude of debate is al- 
lowable; but the Chair can find no precedent in* 
which the point of order has been raised, that 


Congress great latitude of debate was allowed, but 
not after the bill had been made a special order. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I suggest to 
the Chair that that bill was a special order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides, that 
inasmuch as the House has determined that the 
homestead bill shall be the special order, to the 
exclusion of all other business, the debate must 
bill. From that 
decision an appeal is taken, and the question is, 


be confined to the homestead 


‘* Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the jud 


? 


wn 
g 
ment of the committee? 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 
to male an inquiry ? 

Mr. DISNEY. The question on appeal is not 
debatable. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
Chair if this is in order? 
The CHAIRMAN. 
decision, and the Committee can overrule the Chair 

if they wish. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 demand order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to debate the ques- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr CAMPBELL. 
an inquiry? 

Mr. WALSH. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio understand the question? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It isas to a point of fact, 
which was stated by the Chair, that I rise to a 
question. I wish to have the fact understood, and 
whether the Chair is correct in its history of past 
events. I doubt that somewhat myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the Chair is in error, the 
committee can correct it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well; I wish to cor- 
rect the Chair in relation to the truth of history, 
which must be maintained—— ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The inquiry! wish to ask 
is this: Whether during the last session a latitude 
of debate was not allowed on a similar bill, and 
whether subjects were not debated which were 
not at the time a special order ? 

Several Mempers. Certainly it was. 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘The vgentieman from Ohio 
does not understand the question which the Chair 
made at all. Itis not thata latitude of debate is 
not allowed, for the Chair distinctly stated that 
such was the fact, but thatthe point of order which 
was raisedwas not distinctly made under the propo- 
sition; the pointof order having been made, the 
Chair was disposed to sustain it, and if the com- 
mittee do not believe its decision to be correct they 
can overrule it, 

Mr. DEAN. I call for tellers on the appeal 
from the Chair’s decision. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messers CampseLn 
and Dean were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 09, noes Bo. 

So the decision of the Chair was overruled. 

Mr. MEACHAM then resumed his remarka, 
and stated his objections to the bill to establish the 
Territories of Nebraska and Kansas. He con- 
tended that the population of these Territories was 
not such as to justify their erection into territorial 
governments; that by the passage of the bill gross 
injustice would be doneto the Indian tribes inhab- 
iting the region of country to whica it applied, the 
Government having promised, by solemn treaty 
stipulations, that they should never be included 
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The gentleman can go on. 
eak any longer. 
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I should like to know if 
ne gentiemai yie ids the floor altogether? 
Mr. MEACHAM. Ido. 
Vir. FEN'TON then addressed the committee 
which will be found embodied wi® 
nosequently deliy ered, in another column of 
thin day’ He was interrupted, bi 
ding, by the fall of the Chairman’s ham- 
mer, which intimated that the portion of the hour 
yielded to him by the gentleman from Vermont 
iMr. Mea nan] | id expired. 
Mr. WHEELER obtained the floor. 
Mr. FENTON. Am I not still entitled to the 
flan 
The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understood the 
gre i) New York as taking a portion of 
time of the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. 
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fore Cone} 
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1AM. | 
MENTON. I asked permission of the 
tleeman from Vermont to make an explanation. 
ded the floor to me before | commenced 

planation. At the expiration of the hour, 
lddressed the Chair, desiring then to make my 
remarke “ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the gentleman’s right to the floor has expired, and 
that his colleague [Mr. Wueever] is entitled to it. 

Mir. LANE, of Indiana. Do t understand the 
decision of the Chair as taking the floor from the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Fenron?] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair so decided. 

Mr. LANE, ‘Then I appeal from the decison 
of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair still adheres 
to the opinion, that the gentleman from New York 
is not entitled to the floor. 

After some discussion in regard to the right of 
Mr. Fenton to address the committee during an 
hour upon his own right to the floor under the 
rule, in which Messrs. Wenrwortn, of Illinois, 
Peexnam, Wueever, McMuuun, Lang, of In- 
dinna, and Lercuer, participated. 

Mr. WHEELER expressed a willingness to 
yield # portion of his time to his colleague, [Mr. 
Kenron.] 

Che CHAIRMAN decided ,that if the gentleman 
from New York yielded the floor, except for per- | 
sonal explanation, he must yield it entirely. 

Mr. WHEELER. Amt to understand thatif 
I extend this courtesy to my colleague I lose my 
right to the floor? 

the CHAIRMAN, That is the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then I do not yield the 
floor. 

Mr. LANE. If now insist that the question 
shall be taken on my appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

‘The question was then put, ‘* Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Com- 
mittee ?’’ and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained, 
ruling that Mr. Wueecer was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
address this committee with some little reluctance, | 
notwithstanding the gratuitous assertion of the 
honorable gentleman from Alabama,.[Mr. Sairn, | 
that ‘he knew | was anxious to make a speech 
for my constituency.”? Sir, when J arrive at that 
port in ray political history of which he boasts, 
I will hold my peace; until then, 1 shall at all 
times, despite the threats of power or Executive 
yromises, speak the honest sentiments of my heart, 
in behalf of an honest constituency. Sir, in the 
discharge of my duty I shall be honest and fear- 
less. { came here to sustain the principles of the | 
Democratic party, and to assist in legislating for 
the common good, not to pin my faith or opinions 
te the coat-sleeve of any man or any Administra- 
tion. Iam here to do my duty to my country 


ft 


\| of our party ? 


and myself. If, in the discharge of that duty, | 
use language that grates harshly upon the ear, 
attribute it to the plain garb in which truth is 
clothed, rather than a desire to wound the sensi- 
bility of any member of this House. Sir, to me 
the most despicable position for a man on this floor 
is to have a motive for his vote, and be ashamed to 
avow it. I do not insinuate that such has been the 
{ do not say that the Executive sword has 
been suspended over the head of any member of 
this House; but 1 do say there have been some 
who, ired by a seat upon this floor, have pro- 
gressed in notoriety, and hold conspicuous places 
when they do not enjoy the ‘‘largest liberty;”’ that 
under the cowardly threat of decapitating one friend, 
and refusing to appoint another, men have exposed 
icion of having forgotten 
constituency, and the com- 
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themselves to the sus; 
their alleciance to thei 
mon Zor d. 

in the ** White House”’ at the other 
end of the avenue a few days ago, a friend, look- 
ing at its graceful columns and fine proportions, 
suddenly exclaimed, ‘‘ Axes Grounp Here.” | 
was then, for the first time, struck with the force 
of the answer, (when asking why a certain mem- 
)**Oh! he hasan axe to erind.”’ 
It seems that there is a great Government grind- 
stone, the approach to which is guarded ‘by a 
modern Cerberus, called ** Yield All.’’ In order to 
use this grindstone you have to divest yourself of 
all in Lepr ndence of thought and action—you are 
to have no will of your own. Having constituted 
yourself a ** living corpse,’’ you are at liberty to 
give a keen edge to your axe, in order that you 
may cut through the grating of principie and 
seize fust hold of the spoils. 

Sir, my constituency did not send me here to 
sharpen my axe at the expense of principle; they 
sent me hear to yield nothing; they sent me here 
to stand up boldly forsound, National Democracy 
against our common enemy, regardless of spoils 
or Executive dictation. ‘They use no trick or sub- 
terfuge to obtain place. It requires no interpreter 
to tell what they mean when they speak. ‘They 
are independent in their action—asking foi nothing 
to which they are not entitled—and that they will 
have (if at all) without fawning. ‘* 1] shall in all 
the best obey the _.”" 

Sir, there was a time in the history of this Gov- 
ernment, when, to insure the success of a great 
public measure, it was not necessary to ask— 
‘« Does the President approve it?’’ ‘** How does 
Mr. Guthrie feel on this subject 27?) 6* Won't Jef- 
ferson Davis take offense???’ ‘* Will Caleb Cush- 
ing, independent in nothing but his politics, sanc- 
tion it??? I say, sir, there was a time when such 
questions would have been an insult to gentlemen 
on this floor. That, however, was the golden age 
of principle, when it was not necessary daily to 
define one’s position; when men’s principles were 
embodied in all their acts; when there was no man- 
worshipping or timeserving; no getting astride of 
the line, waiting the issue of the contest, and then 
leaping to the side of the victor, and claiming the 
The man who dared that, was sure to 
have his shins cracked on both sides of the line, 
and be made (as he should be) a political cripple 
for life. But, alas! times have sadly changed. 
Nothing can now be done without consultation 
with the ‘* Powers that be.’”? You must trim your 
sails to the Executive breeze, or you will be driven 
among the breakers; you must lose al! independ- 
ence, and submit to a dictation as impudent as it 
is overbearing; you are commanded to take to 
your bosom the assassins who struck down the 
party in 1848; youareto make a g!orious ** union”’ 
of all the isms of the day, in order that the De- 
mocracy may be invincible. The old rank and 
file, who have borne our banner in triumph through 
many a hard-fought contest—whose courage is 
undoubted, and whose scars are honorable—are 
thrust aside to make room for—whom, sir? For 
renegades and traitors; for the ragged camp-fol- 
lowers—the miserable deserters, who, near starva- 
tion through their own treachery, now crave the 
food that will strengthen them for a still more 
damning treason. Has it come to this? Is the 
Democratic party so powerless—utterly power- 
less—as to need the assistance of its enemies? 
Must she not only grant an amnesty, but poy a 
bounty to traitors, or meet defeat? Where, oh 
where is that quickening, life-giving power that 
for sixty years has crowned with laurels the genius 
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ber voted as he did, 


spolls. 
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Where is that spirit that breathed | 


into our system an activity that enabled ys to 
embrace the land that lies between the Allantic 
and the Pacific, and say to all the world—thig 
this is the gift of a liberal, unadulterated, Nationa! 
Democracy ? ; 

That spirit is still with us, and we need not the 
aid of designing and treacherous men; that spirit 
is fully equal to its mission, is fully able to cone 
with enemies without, or traitors within, It 
makes no truces; it grants no amnesties; it pays 
no bounties; it cannot live in the same atmosphere 
with Van Burenism, or Free-Soilism. 

Sir, the people I have the honor to represent are 
national, in the strictest sense of the term—op. 
posed to Van Burenism, Free-Soilism, or any 
other ism that can in the least degree raise the 
question of disunion. They are against all—4;, 
—Federal encroachments upon the rights of the 
States, and will denounce any President who ex. 
ercises his official power to muzzle any citizen jn 
the free expression of his opinion, or in the exer. 
cise of the elective franchise; and the President 
who does it, in my humble opinion, has in his na. 
ture the elemenis of weakness and despotism, 
They are in favor of honest men for office, those 
who have never altered their principles or deserted 
their party. Now, sir, in this connection, | wil| 
say that this Administration has been charged 
with filling the highest places with the Free-Soilers 
of 1848. How has this charge been met?—with 
argument? No, sir; on the contrary, private char- 
acter has been most villainously traduced, and the 
columns of the ‘*Organ’’ fairly staggered under 
the weight of calumny they contained. This is, 
indeed, a **crushing-out’’ Administration—I thank 
the Attorney General for that word. Instead of 
convincing argument, we have had presented to 
us a salmagundi of abuse—a kind of cross between 
blackguardism and refined vulgarity; instead of 
the keen, clear cutting of the practical anatomist, 
it is the mangling of the blacksmith’s sledce; ip. 
stead of manly boldness and eloquent vindication, 
it is unmanly cowardice and base vituperation. 

Why, sir, an individual as humble as myself 
could not escape the lank jaws of this hyena press 
that fattens on the blood of character. I have been 
assailed in the most indecent manner; and my oc- 
cupation has been sneeringly alluded to. Well, 
sir, what matters it if I am a hotel keeper—does 
that place me without the pale of Congress? Does 
that banish me from the company of honorable 
men? Dves it debar the expression of opinions, 
for which I entertain honest reasons? Sir, 

‘*T had rather be a toad, 

And live upon the vapor of a dungeon,”’ 

than be the proprietor or editor of a paper so en- 
tirely void of respect, and whose somersaults on 
great publie questions are as astounding as the 
sudden evolutions of traveling mountebanks. | 
had always been under the impression that the 
vocation of hotel keeping was an honest calling, 
quile as necessary to the comfort and necessity of 
society as to be the ** Organ”’ of an Administra- 
tion ** that runs with the hare and holds with the 
hounds.”? Hotel keepers must stand up to their 
advertisements; they must treat their guests lik 
gentlemen; they must not tell them they are gro- 
cers, Sawyers, or tape sellers; they must give them 
bread and meat, and that of the best kind, or they 
wil change their quarters. 

Not so with that political hotel at the other end 
of the avenue, called the ‘* White House.’’ Gen- 
tlemen know from experience they must put up 
with what they choose to give them there, or leave 
the house, and have all out of doors for their com- 
fort. Now, sir, | am one of those who woald pre- 
fer, like Lazarus of old, to sit outside and watt for 
God’s mercy, rather than be in doors and have 
crammed down my throat what I could not keep 
on my stomach. If I mistake not, the father ot 
that organ’s master (one Colonel Benjamin Pierce) 
once kept atavern. I am told that when he made 
his hotel-inaugural, he stood up to his advertise- 
ment—the entertainment to which he invited his 
guests was what they expected and found. His 
meats were said to have been served upon separate 
dishes, and not indiscriminately hashed together. 
But a truce, sir, to this pleasantry. 

My Free-Soil colleagne (Mr. Huaues] has had 
the hardihood to insult the one handred thousand 
national men of New York, by asserting on this 
floor, that at the next election in that State a fife 
and drum would draw together but a corporal’s 
guard, 
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Mr. HUGHES, (interrupting.) I will say to 
the gentleman that [ made no such remark. I 
eaid that if the existence of “* Hards’’ and ** Softs’’ 
had been left upon that question alone, no other 
esues being brought in, then, in such case, it would 
have taken the fife and the drum to collect the 
«*s Hards’”’ together. 


' 


} 


Mr. WHEELER. That is about the same | 


Mr. HUGHES. 

election, or of any election. 
Mr. WHEELER. Taking the gentleman as 
says, yet prophecy does not always turn 
out to be history, and it may be so with the pre- 
diction of my colleague. We are to have a 
sate election in New York in November next, 
d the National Democrats will not fail to have 


their ticket in the field. That the Whig party will 
make their nomination no one doubts; and if the 
Free-Soilers, with or without the codperation of 
this Administration, dare to put forth their candi- 
dates, the result will show where the strength of 


e Democratic party of New York lies. I shall 


I did not speak of the next | 


ot aim to vie with my colleague in the character | 


of a prophet, but will leave the result to show 
whether we have four votes to their one, or not. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this slur is worthy of 
being cast by one who boasts that he voted for 
Van Buren and Adams, and under like circum- 
tances would do it again. This impertinent as- 
sault could only come from one who hides himself 
and his duty to the country behind the burly forms 
of his constituency. Sir, let me say to that gen- 
tleman that very possibly the hour of his reckon- 
ing is coming—nay, is close at hand—when that 
fife and drum will be used for the legitimate pur- 
pose of drumming from the ranks, to a certain no- 
torious tune, these camp-followers and peculiar 
friends of the Administration—those who make 
bargaius to break them. Such men, stripped of 
their borrowed plumage, will hereafter go forth 
bearing the brand of the letter ‘‘ D,’’ as an evi- 
dence of their second political apostacy. ; 

Now, sir, I desire to trace the progress of this 
Administration from its inauguration into power 
up to this present time, and see if it has not 
proved faithless to the trust the Democracy of the 
country reposed in it. I recollect with gratifica- 
tion the inaugural of General Pierce. The doc- 
tcines it contains commend themselves to the heart 
of every patriot. But, sir, it is one thing to preach 
and quite another to practice. The ‘Union was 
to be preserved inviolate;’’ and how has it been 
done? By the appointment of men to the Cab- 
inet who fought the battle of the Union and the 
Constitution? By the choice of men who all their 
lives long had labored for the success of Dem- 
ocratic principles? No—no, sir. The national 
men of the party have been overslaughed, and a 
man made the chief adviser of the President who 
for a quarter of a century warred against the Dem- 
ocratic party. They have taken to their bosoms 
and confidence men who possess to such an extent 
the elements of fanaticism—ruthless and merci- 
less—that they would strike down the Constitu- 
tion and sing peans of rejoicing over a torn and 
dismembered Union. Can the tongue be silent 
when the eye witnesses such outrages committed 
in the honored name of Democracy ? 

“The Union was to be preserved inviolate,” 
and how ’ By resting upon the strong arm of that 
Jeffersonian creed that despised alliance with trai- 
tors? No, sir; that was too antiquated—too old 
fogyish. In order to preserve inviolate the Union, 
it was thought necessary to bargain and huckster 
with the Free-Soilers of 1848—with few exceptions 
men of no consistency, of no principle, and whose 
Capacious maw ean digest all the spoilsa treach- 
erous Administration can cram it with, and then 
impudently ask for more. But, sir, not only was 
the { nion to be preserved inviolate, but the rights 
ot the States to be held sacred. How was this 
pledge carried out? Go tomy own State, and ask 
the one hundred thousand honest, principle-loving, 
‘ational Democrats what they were fighting for in 
November last, and they will tell you that they 
were resisting the encroachments of the Federal 
Executive; and they did it successfully. They 
fought, Mr. Chairman, for the rights of their State 
against the impudent and tyrannical power of an 
Administration that had shamelessly coalesced with 
ie enemies of the Constitution, and sent its own 
officers heading bands of hired ruffians to a conven- 
tion of the people to speak by authority. [ say 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


bands of hired ruffians, armed, and of the most 
desperate character, led on by two officers of the 
Federal Government, who overawed and con- 
trolled its action; and when my “ Soft”’ colleague 
{[Mr. WestTsrook]) made the assertion that this 
was incorrect, he was guilty, either ignorantly or 
willfully, of misrepresentation. 

Go to Massachusetts, and ask the cause of the 
indignation of the people of that State, and they 
will tell you that a Cabinet officer spoke threugh 
the trumpet of the President, and threatened Dem- 
ocrats with a ** crushing out,”’ if they dared to do 
that which this Administration has been doing 
ever since it came into po wer—coalescing with 
Free-Soilers. And how did they receive the mes- 
sage? They looked upon it as a direct interfer- 
ence in the rights of their State, and hurled back 
with indignation the letter of the Attorney Gen- 
eral, preferring, if they were to be lectured at all, 


to have a father of the party do it, and notan , 


apostate from the Whig faith; to have a man 
whose skirts were clean, and not one who owed 
all the positions he ever held in the Democratic 
party to the success of coalitions. And why, sir, 
was this same letter, to which | allude, telegraphed 
by a W.hig—who boasts of it—to the State of 
Mississippi, on the eve of an important election, 
long before it was sent to Massachusetts? Who 
paid the expense of telegraphing this long letter to 
that State. This Whig has assured me, repeat- 
edly, that the hill was sentto the office of the Union, 
the organ of “the Executive, and there promptly 
paid. Why was it done? Why could not the 
Administration refrain from meddling in the elec- 


| tlon of a sovereign State? Alas! who would have 


thought that the rights of the States would be thus 
outraged ? 

But not only was the Union to be preserved in- 
violate, and the rights of the States held sacred, 
but every citizen was to walk forth free and un- 
trammeled, in all the majesty of freedom. How 
was this pledge fulfilled? ‘Why, sir, they ap- 
pointed Greene C. Bronson collector of New York 
without his solicitation, and because he would not 
submit to the arrogant dictation of those who were 
seeking to lower him in the estimation of all hon- 
est men, he was dismissed; but not until he had 
left on record a correspondence as imperishable as 
it is ennobling; that reflects credit upon his head 
and heart; that adds to the sum total of our coun- 
try’s honor, while it administers a scathing rebuke 
to a Cabinet despotism that seeks to make tools 
out of men who are infinitely their superiors. 

Again, sir. During the last election in New 
York how were the citizens in the employ of the 
Government treated? Were they left free and 
untrammeled? No,sir. They were made—that’s 
the word, made—to contribute funds to support 
the ** Free-Soil ticket,’’ and in case of refusal were 
threatened with dismissal. Many of these em- 
ployees had large families, and not liking the 
cheerless prospect of being unprovided through 
the coming winter, were forced to yield. Others 
refused, and would not give. They are still in 
office, but expect to be removed, now that the con- 
firmation of Mr. Redfield has been effected. Is 
this protection to citizens in the just exercise of 
opinions? Are men, previoys to taking position 
under the Government, to forego all right of 
thought or expression? If so, then Democracy is 
only another name for slavery—slavery the most 
abject and intolerable. 

Now, sir, lam not only speaking to members 
of this House, | am speaking to the people of the 
country. I know not whether the committee will 
agree with me in what I have said, but I know the 
people do, because they have experienced the 
crushing hand of the Administration in the manner 
to which I have alluded. They know that the 
doctrines promulgated in the inaugural have heen 
discarded; they know the promise has only been 
kept to the ear, and they are now asking, Why 
has the plighted faith been violated; why has the 
President coalesced with Free-Soilers? Why has 
the sovereignty of the States been invaded? Why 
have citizens been trammeled in the just exercise 
of their rights? Why were the compromise meas- 
ures repudiated, and their friends tauntingly told 
** that they never had the strength to electa Pres- 
ident?’’ Sir, | do not believe the Baltimore plat- 
form wasa swindle. The people do not believe 
it. There was no acquiescence, it was an uncon- 
ditional approval. Everywhere thoughout the 
land the people are rising up and declaring the 


msertion false, that General Pierce was not elected 
solely on the strer gth of the compromises. We 
were not cheated; we were not swindled. G 

eral Pierce was not whirled into power upon a 
de hisloli—Iil WAS A liv ne, breat] ing, oul-s iring 
reality. The Constitution and its e romises, 


was the battle cry; the Constitution and its com- 
promises was the stake: the Constitution ai d its 
compromises was the consummation of the most 
overwhelming vietory in the annals of politics, 
Sir, the ** Hards”’ of New York claim that victory 
as theirs; they claim it as the original and stead - 
fast friends of those measures; they claim # as 
men “who have done their whole duty 
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come, wtildo their whole duty to their country. 
Sir, one word in conclusion. I was astonished 


to hear the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Sarru} 
ply a test to the ** Hards’’ of New York—a test 
of their Democracy. Sir, they need no tes } 
When the Constitution was in danger they stood 
by it; and if itis about to be endangered again, 


they will standby it. Heasks what itis the New 
York Hards want, if itis not the sympathy of the 
once chivalrous South. Let me tel! him they de- 
spise sympathy—they want acts. They wantthe 
South to be true to the Constitution and State- 
Rights, and not to be blinded with office and Ex- 
ecutive promises, so that they seemingly forget 
that there is a Constitution, and that there is still 
a principle left called State-Rights. They want 
them to have honor enough left not to deliberately 
stifle investigation into the acts of a treacherous 
Executive, who has proved recreant to the great 
principles upon which he was ‘arried into power. 
‘True, sir, the Hards have been mocked at, and 
spit upon by the Administration—that they have 
been denounced as disorganizers and mischief- 
makers—that they have been called place-hunters. 
The Executive has endeavored to drive us dutside 
the pale of the party; all that envy or malicecom- 
bined could heap upon us has been our portion; 
and yet they are now begging—seGarne the Hards 
on this floor for their votes to aid in the passage of 
the Nebraska bill. Where are their qllies—the 
Free-Soilers? Certainly they will not desert the 
Administration in this, its hour of dire extremity 

Sir, there is a story told somewhere of a dis- 
tinguished British officer, who, during the Revolu- 
tion, paid a visit to a lady in Charleston. They 
were walking in the garden, when the officer 
called her attention to a beautiful flower, at the 
same time asking, ** what is it called?’’ She re- 
plied, ‘it is called the rebel flower.’’ ‘* And 
why?’’ said he. ‘* Because,’”? was the answer, 
** the more it is trodden on, the more it flourishes. ’’ 
Now, sir, there may be a moral in this, when ap- 
plied to the ‘* crushing-out ”’ policy of the Ad- 
ministration 

Mr. FENTON next followed, in reply to the 
speech made some time since by Mr. Smirn, of 
Virginia. He denied the right of that gentleman 
to prescribe a test for members on this floor, and 
if the Nebraska bill should be presented as that 
test, the gentleman would find Softs sprin 
all over the North. Mr. F. then gave his views 
on the Nebraska bill, and earnestly opposed the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise of 1820. 

[The aneech will be found in the Anppendix.] 

Mr. BOYCE next obtained t 
to 

Mr. ROBBINS, who moved that the committee 
do now rise 
* The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, the Chairman 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had hud the state of the Union 


ring up 


. ‘ 
e floor, but y ielded 


generally under consideration, and particularly 
House bill (No. 37) “* to encourage agriculture, 
commerce, and manufactures,’’ and had come to 


no resolution thereon. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDG®. I hope the gentle- 
man will withdraw the motion for a moment. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw it. 


DEFICIENCY BILLS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
the pleasure of the House, before it adjourns, to 
adopt the snggestion made by me this morning In 


5 a f . , ee 
relation to the Committee of Ways and Means, 


I move that the House do 
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and allow the bills which they have brought for- 
ward to be referred and printed, so that the matter 
may be in possession of the House. 

(Cries of “Agreed !’’ ** Agreed !”’] 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the gentleman should make the re- 
porte 

Many Vorces. ‘* Yes!’’ ** Yes!’’ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE then reported from 
the Committee of Ways and Means ‘* A bill to 
supply the deficiency in the appropriations for the 
of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1854;’’ 
which was read a first and second time by its 
title. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, unless objected tc. 

M W AT,SH. ] object. 


wit. 
‘The question was then put 


eervice 


f 
to the House, and”! 
carried tn the affirmative; and the bill was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Ur Ion, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. WALSH. Was it in order for the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to make a report at 
this time? 

The SPEAKER. 
mous consent. 

Mr. WALSH. I certainly made objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the 
objection, or he certainly would have been gov- 
erned by it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I wish to report an- 
other bill from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, being a bill to provide for the completion 
of certain custom-houses and marine hospitals 
therein mentioned. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I object to its introduction. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I hope that the House 
will allow the bill to go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The precise bill which the 
House agreed, by unanimous consent, should be 
reported, was the deficiency bill. The Chair must 
enforce the rules, if any gentleman objects. Does 
the gentleman from Maryland withdraw his ob- 
jection: 

Mr. HAMILTON. Iam opposed to that bill, 
and I will take every legal advantage to defeat it. 
I do not withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish to be heard one moment 
upon this question of order, if the House will in- 
dulge me. The request, sir, that was made by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BreckinrinGe, | 
was one that he was authorized and directed to 
make by the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
it was that he might report these bills together. 
The committee were unwilling that the subject 
should be opened or submitted to the House unless 
the bills were received in that way. ‘They felt 
desirous that these bills should be placed before 
the House for its judgment and deliberation, and 
they thought that wise and consistent legislation 
required that the subjects should be kept separate, 
so that the House might fairly understand the 
measures before them, and be unembarrassed by 
having measures connected which the votes of the 
House heretofore may be said to indicate it wishes 
to consider and vote upon separately. I hcpe that 
the matter may come before the House as it was 
proposed by the committee, and then the House 
may make such disposition of it as they see fit. 
Any other course would be getting from the com- 
mittee what it has never intended or determined 
to rive. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. | I will state, unless I 
have forgotten what I did say, that I asked the 
consent of the House to report bills from the 
Committee of Ways and Means; and if reference 
was had to my remarks 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
the gentleman from Kentucky arose in his place 
and stated to the House that he desired to make a 
report of the deficiency bill. What the purpose 
of the gentleman from Kentucky was it is impos- 
sible for the Chair to understand. 

Mr. PRATT. I think that the Chair must be 
mistaken. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that he 
cannot be mistaken as to the language used by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. By unanimous 
consent the report submitting the deficiency bill 
was made. The gentleman from Kentucky pro- 
yoses now to report another and a different bill, 
bat the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Hamu- 


It was inorder, by unani- 





the Chair to control the matter. It is certainly 
not in order for the gentleman from Kentucky to 
report the bill which he desires now to submit, 
unless the objection be withdrawn 

Mr. HAVEN. Perhaps | may be allowed to say, 
that I do not doubt that the Chair states correctly 
what he understood the gentleman from Kentucky 
to say, but I desire also to say that I feel it my 
duty to announce to the House that thesetwo bills 
were reported together by the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and that it was the understanding of 
that committee that they should ro together to the 
Committee of the Whole on thestate of the Union; 
and that one should not be reported unless the 
other was at the same time reported, that the 
House might exercise its sound judgment upon 
them. . 

Mr. HUNT. It seems to me that if this matter 
was distinctly understood, there would be no dif- 
ficulty with respect to it. I hope the gentleman 
from Maryland will withdraw his objection, and 
allow this bill to go along with the other to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
New York appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. HAVEN. I do not; but I desire to call the 
attention of the Chair, and of the House, to the cir- 
cumstances under which these bills were reported. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt as 
what was the intention of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. He does not doubt that the 


to 


| two bills were designed to be reported together; 


but he is greatly mistaken if the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BreckinrinGe] so stated when he 
asked the consent of the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. I will not appeal from the 
decision of the Chair; but while | am upon the 
floor, in order to set the Committee of Ways and 
Means right, duty requires that | should move to 
reconsider the vote by which the first bill reported 
to the House was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. It is the 
only method by which I can place that committee 
where it placed itself, and desires to stand. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have but one re- 
mark to make. I have just told the House for 
what I thought [ had asked their consent. The 
Chair understood me differently. I find, however, 


| that gentlemen around me have the same recol- 


lection as myself, that [ asked the consent of the 
House to report bills from the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will allow 
the Chair to say that if he has misstated the re- 
quest of his colleague from Kentucky, he will be 
very happy to be corrected in his recollection by 
the House; but he has stated,and now repeats 
that it is his recoliection, that the gentleman rose in 
his place and asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to report a deficiency bill. The consent 
of the House was given, and the report was made; 
and the Chair must say, in all candor, that he does 
not recollect any other remark made by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. There need be no diffi- 
culty, however, in reference to the matter. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Will the Chair allow me 
to make a single remark ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will remember that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Haven] has submitted a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill reported 
by the gentleman from Kentucky was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and has the floor upon that question. 


Mr.FLORENCE. Well, { have no doubt that 


the gentleman from New York will allow me to 
/ask him a single question. 


Mr. HAVEN. If the gentleman simpl¢ desires 
to make an inquiry, I will yield him the floor. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
purpose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and the gentleman from New 
York to allow me to say, as | feel a little sensitive 
upon this point, and as the recollection of the 
Chair is different from mine, that there are other 
gentlemen around me whose recollection agrees 
with mine; and, not only this, but I am informed 
by a friend that the reporter who took down my 
language at the time says | was correct. 

Mr. HUNT, (Mr. Frorence yielding the 
floor.) In justice to the Chair, I will say that I 


| understood the gentleman from Kentucky as the 
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TON] makes objection. _ It is not in the power of | Chair has stated; but nevertheless, it is no ma 


I only desire it for that 


Feb. 15, 


tler 


whether he has made such a mistake or not. Gen. 


tlemen are al! agreed that there should be a refer. 
ence of these two bills, as the report of the Cor 
mittee of Ways and Means. Let us then make 
that reference, and adjourn. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire to ask the gente. 
man from New York a single question, and wij 
occupy the time of the House buta moment, | 
wish to ask him why these two bills have been 
separated, and whether that separation was made 
by the order of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and has received their sanction? 

While upor the floor, I may be permitted to 
say, that in the confusion inecfdent to the motion 
to adjourn—I say ‘incident to,” because such a 
motion always creates confusion in this House— 
| understood the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr, 
BreckinrivGe] distinctly to say that he desired 
to make a report from the Committee cf Ways 
and Means. Well, I certainly coneluded that he 
had the unanimous consent of the House to make 
a report of one, two, three, or four bills. The re- 
port is a unit initself, so far as the privilege js 
concerned, and I apprehend that the gentleman 
has a right to reporttwo or three bills. I ask the 
gentleman from New York whether both of these 
bills have received the assent of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and if so, why they are sepa- 
rated ? 

Mr. HAVEN. I would not trouble the House 
to listen to me while I answered all the questions 
put to me by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I have no objection to the 
reporting of these bills, as is known to the House, 

Mr. HAVEN. Let me state briefly, in an- 
swer to the first interrogatory, why the bills were 
separated, The committee think it is proper that 
limitations and restrictions should be put upon 
appropriations for custom-houses and marine hos- 
pitals. The committee thought that that course 
was wise, I, for one, thought so, and I think 
the whole committee thought so too. I so indi- 
cated my opinion to the House some days since, 
whilst the former deficiency bill was under con- 
sideration. 

I will add, sir, that the Committee of Ways 
and Means have been censured from all parts of 
the House, heretofore, for not regarding the es i- 
mates from the Treasury, and for not divining in 
advance what the wishes and sense of the House 
were on these subjects, and for not reporting their 
bills beforehand, as the House afterwards determ- 
ined it wanted them. Now, sir, the committee 
desired to report both these bills to the House, 
because the disputed or contested items contained 
in both of them have received the deliberate sanc- 
tion of the House, on the yeas and nays. 

The committee therefore determined that whilst 
doing justice to the House, and to the business 
they were transacting, they would reflect the 
sense of the House in these two bills, and let the 
House complain of itself, and not of the Commit- 
tee of Ways end Means, if it was dissatisfied. 
The committee desired to reflect back, as furas they 
could, the deliberate acts and opinions of the 
House; they felt that would be consistent for the 
committee, and they knew the House would 
hereafter remain 1n its action consistent with what 
it has done heretofore on this subject. That is 
the reason why the bills have been reported, and 
in the shape in which they are reported, so far as 
I am concerned. 

Mr. ORR. I desire to make a suggestion to 
the gentleman from New York. I understand that 
he moves to reconsider the vote by which the de- 
ficiency bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. Is that his 
motion? . 

Mr. HAVEN. It is. 

The SPEAKER, That is the motion. 

Mr. ORR. Then I desire to inquire of the gen- 
tleman what he will accomplish by the reconsid- 
eration of that vote? The bill is already in the 
| possession of the House. I regret that the gentle 
/ man from Maryland [Mr. Hamitron] persists !" 

his objection to allowing the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to report the second bill; but it seems to me 
that the gentleman from New York will not ac 
complish the purpose he has in view, even ii h 
motion to reconsider prevails. 

The Committee of Ways and Means, 'f te 
| gentlemarr will pardon another remark, will, ina! 
| probability, be called for reports to-morrow, during 
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the morning hour, when they can submit this 
eecond bill. The two bills, being separate, would 
have to goon the Calendar, each one taking its 
nlace thereon; and if the committee report the 
second bill to-morrow morning, it probably will 
not be placed on the Calendar below the position 
» would have occupied if the gentleman from 
Kentucky had been allowed to report it this even- 
Ty would therefore suggest to the gentleman 
from New York that he should not press his mo- 
tion to reconsider, inasmuch as nothing can be 
ined by tt. 
Vir. HAVEN. I receive in all kindness, as I 
ve no doubt it was intended, the suggestion of 
centieman from South Carolina; but | de- 


ire to say here, and will repeat while | have the ' 


_that the Committee of Ways and Means 
ve been ** pitched into *? from all quarters In this 
House, and, as one of that committee, I am de- 
termined that this House shall quarrel with itself, 
snd not with the committee, in reference to these 
is. I will not, for one, consent that the report 
of the committee shall be divided. It came in 
here united in reference to these bills,and I ask 
that they may be reported together, as the com- 
jittee intended to have them reported, or that the 
Louse let us:have them back under our control. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. By the permission of the 
leman from New York, 1 would suggest a 
tof order to the Chair. A difficulty arises 
in determining what was the extent of the leave 
which the House granted to the gentleman from 
Kentueky—whether it was to submit a report 
embracing two bills, or only a single bill. I sul- 
mit to the Chair that the House is the proper 
iudge of the extent to which it went in that leave, 
and that the Chair may properly refer it to the 
House to say—each member voting according to 
his own understanding—what was the extent of 
the leave given to the gentleman. Then, if a 
majority hold that permission was given to the 
gentleman to make a report embracing two bills, 
he can report the second bill. It seems to me 
that the Speaker would be right in submitting the 
question to the House. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be very 
happy to give the subject that direction, and leave 
it to the House to determine what it was that it 
intended to da. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then | hope the Chair 
will state the question in that way. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will the gentle- 
man permit me to interrupt him to make a re- 
mark? 


5 


7 


, 


Mr. HAVEN yielded the floor for that pur- | 


pose. 

Mr. JONES. With the permission of the gen- 
tleman from New York, who holds the floor, I 
will state that | was not in my seat when the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BreckinripGe)} made 
his request, and consequently | cannot determine 
But I think itis 
All whom I have heard 
speak of it—the Chair included—agree that he 
stated he wished to make a report from the Com- 
mittee of Waystand Means as to the bill or bills 
eup lying the deficiencies in the appropriation of 
the current year. j 
bills have been heretofore before the House, and 
have been voted tn as deficiencies. The most of 
them, if not every one of them, seem to be for 
custom-houses, asking for deficiencies; and if all 
of them had been in the one bill, there would have 
been butone report. In my opinion, there is but 
the one report made by the committee at the same 
time; and whatever may have been the phraseology 
employed by the gentleman from Kentucky, it 
Seems to me that, from the nature of the case, 
and from the postion of the two bills, and from 
What was said by the committee when they author- 


what his exact language was. 
Immaterial what it was. 


ot 


these bills which they proposed to report. One 
billcomes as much under the force of this request 
to report the deficiency bill as the other. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
whether they gave leave or not, as they under- 
stood it. They can vote just as they understood 
the matter atthe time. I think that is a fair way 
Of settling the difficulty. 
Mr. PRESTON made some remarks, which, 


Owing to the confusion in the Hall, were too indis- | 


— heard to be reported, maintaining that the 
ommittee of Ways and Means had, by the votes 


in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


Then, sir, all the items in these | 


ized the report to be made, that they included both | 


Let the House determine | 
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Union, and on yeas and nays in the House, been 
fully instructed as to what should be reported in 
the vills now the subject of controversy. Hesaw 
no reason why both bills should not be received, 
referred, and printed. His recollection comended 
with that of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] as to the extent of the request 
made to the House, and to which unanimous con- 
sent was accorded. He [Mr. Preston] was forti- 
fied in hisrecollection by thegenUemen around him. 
He therefore thought that the matier was perfectly 
plain and trusted that, without discussion, the sense 
of the House would be taken, as proposed by the 
gentleman from North Carolina, |Mr. Cuine@man,} 
as to whether the House should permit the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to make an uncondi- 
tional report instead of a contingent one. 

Mr. HAVEN still retaining the floor. 

Mr. KEITT. Will the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Haven] yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. HAVEN. With pleasure. 

Mr. KEITT. I merely desire to state a point 
of order in relation to this matter. 

Mr. HAVEN. That you could have done 
without my consent. 

Mr. KEITT. I agree with the remarks made 
by the Chair; and yet | have not a particle of ob- 


jection to the introduction of those bills by the 


gentleman from Kentucky. Indeed, 1 should be 
gviad to have them introduced. But I submit a 
point of order, whether or not they can be re- 
ceived by this House. These bills can only be 
introduced by unanimous consent. This being 
the case, can a majority now, by indirection, ac- 
complish the same purpose? If there be a single 
individual in the House voting against it, | submit 
that it is but fair to him to give him the exercise 
of those rights with which he is invested by par- 
liamentary rule. This bill, therefore, | submit, 
cannot be intreduced, unless by the unanimous 
consent of the House. 

Mr. HUNT. The difficulty can be remedied 
in this way. ‘This is a part of the deficiency bill; 
a partof the one report; and in this way a ma- 
jority can agree to receive the report under the 
leave originally granted; or the House may grant 
leave on motion. 

Mr. HAVEN still retaining the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman 
from New York permit me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. HAVEN. Of course, with pleasure. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman has 
moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
making appropriation for the deficiencies has been 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. If the House adjourns now, 
the Committee of Ways and Means can report 
the other bill in the morning. Then the gentle- 
man can withdraw the motion to reconsider, and 
the bills will go together upon the Calendar to the 
Committee of the Whole, and the object sought 
will be accomplished. I do not see how the gen- 
tleman can get at it, unless in some such way. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairstates that he has 
no recollection at all of any intimation from the 
gentleman from Kentucky |Mr. BreckinripgGe} 
that there were two bills to be reported. His rec- 
ollection is that the gentleman from Kentucky 
rose and asked the unanimous consent of the 
Ehouse to allow him to introduce a deficiency bill. 
The gentleman from Kentucky thinks that the rec- 
ollection of the Chair is incorrect. Other gentle- 
man, too, think the Chair misremembered the pre- 
cise request made by the gentleman, and granted 
to him by the House. 

The Chair would be happy, as far as the mere 
point of recollection is concerned, if the House 
would take that matter in their own hands. If 
confined to the rules, the Chair must decide that 
the objection made by the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Hamit.ron] to the introduction of the 
second bill} is conclusive in regard to it, and that 
it cannot be introduced. The Chair hopes the 
House will determine what they agreed, by unan- 
imous consent, should be introduced by the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. HAVEN. 

Mr. WALSH. 
tleman from 

The SPEAKER. The Chair only asks the 
House to relieve the Chair. 

Mr. WALSH. I remarked to the Chair that 
I objected to the introduction of the first bill. 


The SPEAKER. Very true. 


1 hope it will do so. 
With the consent of the gen- 
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Mr. WALSH. The Chair said he did not 
hear the objection. 
good, if this one does. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
objection made by the gentleman from Maryland 
must stand, according to the rules. 

Mr. HAVEN. One word more. The House 
is very liable to get fatigued in these operations, 
and to grow uneasy and weary. I hope uw will 
pardon me. But! have no objection to proceed- 
ing with this matter to-night, as long as I can keep 
myself in such a position that the Committee of 
Ways and Means, of which [ am a members shall 
not be made, by the hasty action of the House 
here, and by the misunderstanding of the Chair, 
to do a thing which they have not intended to do. 

The SPEAKER. 


Now my objection stands 


The Chair will say in reply 


jo that that the gentleman from Kentucky should 


have been more explicit. 

Mr. HAVEN. I remarked that 1 did not doubt 
that the Chair stated truly what he understood to 
be the proposition of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. I therefore feel bound to insist upon my 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was referred, and on that motion | demand the 
rrevious question. 

Mr. DEAN. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

rhe question was put; and, upon a division, 
there were—aves 34, noes 55; 

Mr. GOODRICH. I would inquire whether it 
is in order to take an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 

The SPEAKER 
a question of order? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Ido. Can any business 
be done by this House when there is nota quorum 
present: 
~ The SPEAKER. There cannot. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Then 1 object to all busi- 
ness, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ascertain 
whether there is a quorum present. 

The Chair then proceeded to count the House, 
and announced that there were ninety-three gen- 
tlemen present. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I move that the House 
adjourn, 

Mr. HAVEN. | desire to inquire of the Chair 
what the condition of this matter will be if the 
House should adjourn now? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Haven] will be at liberty to call up 
his motion to reconsider the first thing to-morrow 
unless it interferes with some previous motions of 
the like character. 

Mr. ORR. I would suggest to the gentleman 
from New York that he had better withdraw the 
demand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to reconsider is a 
privileged question. There are now one or two 
motions to reconsider entered upon the Clerk’s 
Journal, which will take the precedence of that 
made by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HAVEN. Under the decision made by the 
Chair, and relying, as I believe | may, upon the 
desire of the House to see justice done, at least in 
one instance, to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, when they ask for it, L withdraw my call 
for the previous questi¢n, and move that the 
House do now adjourn, 

The question w 19 then taken upon Mr Haven’s 
motion, and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the House adjourned ull to-morrow at twelve 
o’clock, m. 


no qu rum votl ig. 


Is debate in order? 
Does the gentleman rise to 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvrspay, February 16, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Wiitiam H. Miraurn. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. WELLER presented the memorial of Lewis 
W arrington, jr., purser in the United Siates Navy, 
praying to be allowed the difference between the 
pay of a purser of a frigate and that of a first-class 
steam-frigate, while thus employed on board the 
steamship Mississippi; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval A 

Mr. JAMES presented the memorial of the 
heirs-at-law of Captain W. H. Allen, late of the 
United States Navy, praying Congress to grant 
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them such a sum as will suitably compare with 

7 j i | , ~ 

thé extent of his brilliant services in the last war 

with England; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

‘ y ‘ T 1 } 

Mr. FOO'1 presented the pet n of Nathaniel 

Doty, of Vermont, prayiig Lo be allowed a pen- 

sion as an invalid of the Revolution; which was 


rt 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, presented a memorial 
of citizens of Louisa county, lowa, praying a 
grant of land to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road from Fort Wayne, Indiana, via Rochester, 
Lacon, New Boston, and Wapello, to Couneil 
Biulfs City, on the Missouri river, near the mouth 
of the Platte: which was referred to the Commiitee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented two petitions of cit- 
izens of Maine, praying the enactment of a law 


” - 1 - 
granting one hundred and sixty acres of land to 


each soldier who served in any ‘of the wars of the 
United States, and to the widows or heirs of those 
deceased; which were referred to 
on Pubtie Lands. 

Mr. ADAMS presented the petition of James 
Robertson, praying indemnity for his arrest and 
imprisonment without cause, by the Sergeant-at- 
A I ma of the Se nate, in December, 18 19; whi h was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr, CHASE presented a petition of citizens of 
Hamilton county, Ohio, praying that in the or- 
ganic law of the Territory of Nebraska slavery 
may be forever excluded from its limits; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Mahoning county, 
and a petition of citizens and female residents of 
Lorain county, in the State of Ohio, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Nebraska bill, or any 
law for the admission of more slave territory into 
the Union; which were ordered to lie on the table 

Aliso, a petition of citizens of the borough of 
Canonsburg, Pennsylvania, praying Congress to 
pass no bill that will impair the Missouri compro- 
mise; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of Mary 
Tasker, widow of James Tasker, a revolutionary 
soldier, praying a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of Francis 
©. Morse, for himself and other citizens of the 
United States engaged in the importation of lasts, 
and a memorial of boot and shoemakers, in the 
State of Massachusetts, protesting against the pas- 
sage of the bill of the Senate giving further reme- 
dies to patentees; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Rockport, Massa- 
chusetts, protesting against any re peal of the pro- 
hibition of slavery or the addition of slave territo- 
ry to the Union; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Sangamon county, 
Hlinois, praying that slavery may be forever pro- 
hibited tn the Nebraska Territory; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


the Committee 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill grant- 
ing to the State of Alabama public lands in alter- 
nate sections, to aid in the construction of the 
Alabama and Tennessee ratlroad, from Selma, on 
the Alabama river, to the Tennessee river, at or 
near Gunter’s Landing; and also the Memphis 
and Charleston railroad, from Memphis, on the 
Mississippi river, to some point connecting with 
the Nashville, Chattanooga, and Charleston rail- 
road, reported it without ame ndment. 

Mr. EVERETT, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to whom was referred the memo- 
rial of the hetrs of Richard W. Meade, submitted 
a report, accompanied by a bill, for settling the 
claim of the legal representatives of Richard W. 
Meade, deceased; which was read, and passed to 
a second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr. PETTIT, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case of 


fsrae! Johnson be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. CHASE, it was 


Ordered, That the administrator of Elijah J. Weed have 
feave 10 withdraw his petition and papers. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ERRONEOUS SURVEY IN MICHIGAN. 

Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agrre ed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appro 
priation for the payment of damages incurred in conse 
quence of erroneous or fraudulent surveys in township one 
south, range seven east, in the State of Michigan. 

COMMUTATION PAY. 

Mr. SEWARD. lam requested to ask that 
the papers of the heirs of Andrew Fink, an officer 
in the revolutionary army, be taken from the files 
of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. WALKER. I desire to ask to what sub- 
ject those papers relate ? 

Mr. SEWARD. To commutation pay. 

Mr. WALKER. I supposed so. I would say, 
that it is useless to send them to the committee, as 
it has made a report upon that whole subject, and 
brought in a general bill, which is now upon the 
Calendar, and will be acted upon by the Senate. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then I will not ask for their 
reference. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

\ message from the House of Representatives 
was received, by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, an- 
nouncing that they had passed a joint resolution 
authorizing a supplemental contract for certain 
marble for the Capitol extension. 

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President,in 1848 a com- 
plete series of United States standards of weights 
and measures was presented to Monsieur DeVat- 
temare, for the purpose of having the same pre- 
sented to the l'rench Government. Ihave received 
from Monsieur DeVattemare a full and detailed 
report upon the subject of weights and measures, 
witha request that it should be laid before Con- 
gress, and printed in the American as well as the 
French language. I have given it acareful exam- 
ination, and | believe I am justified in saying that 
there is much in it thatis worthy of the attention 
of the public. 

This communication addressed directly 
through the Senate to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and it is a subject which might appropri- 
ately belong to that committee; but inasmuch as 
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the Senate has seen fit to give that subject another | 


direction, and memoriais have been presented from 
scientific societies of our own country, which 
have been referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary, I beg leave to present this report with a 
request that it may be committed to the same 
committee, thereby discharging the Committee on 
Commerce from what would otherwise be their 
appropriate duty. It would be inappropriate for 
two committees to have the same subject under 
consideration, I move torefer the communication 
to the Committee on the Library. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SUFFERERS ON THE SAN FRANCISCO. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, an- 
nouncing that they had concurred in the first and 
third amendments, and non-concurred in the sec- 


| ond amendment of the Senate to the bill of the 


House for the relief of the United States troops 
who were sufferers by the recent disaster to the 
steamship San Francisco, 

The first amendment in which the House con- 
curred, was to insert in the first section, which is 
as follows: 

“That there shall be paid, under the direction of the 
President,to each of the officers, non-commisioned officers, 
musicians, and privates, who, on the 2lstday of December, 
1853, embarked at New York, under orders for California, 
on the steamship San Francisco, and who was on board 
that vessel ou the occasion of her recent disaster at sea, a 
sum equalin amount to his pay and allowances for four 
months 3°? 
after the word ** sea,’’ the words: 

‘and to Lieutenant Francis K. Murray, and any other offi- 
cers or seamen of the United States Navy who were on 
board ‘he said steamship under orders.”’ 

The third amendment,in which the House con- 
curred, was to add at the end of the second sec- 
tion, which is as follows: 

* That if any such officer, non-commissioned officer, 
musician, Or private, shall.have died before receiving such 
payment, from any cause consequent upon said disaster, 
his widow, if one survive bim, and if not, then his minor 
children, if any there be, shail be paid a sum eqnal in 
aunount to six months’ pay and allowances of the deceased;”* 
the words: 


**And that the widows and minor children of those , i. 
cers, non-commissioned officers, and privates who peris} 
by that disaster, or who died by disease in conseque 
thereof, shall be allowed pensions in the same manner. j, 
all respects, as if the said officers, non-commissioned off 
cers, and privates had been killed in battle.” a 


i 
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The second amendment, in which the Hoyse 
non-concurred, was to add at the end of the firs; 
section, as given above, the words: 

‘** Provided, That the amount of the pay and allowaners 
advanced to the officers and men, by the authority of the 
President, previous to their embarkation, shall be broue it 
to their credit, and that their receipts for the same be cay. 
celed.”’ 

Mr HUNTER. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs (Mr. Surerps} is not 
.in his seat. The consideration of the message of 
the House had, therefore, perhaps better be post- 
poned for the present. 


The PRESIDENT. If there be no objectio 1, 


it will be laid upon the table for the present. 


SENATE DEBATES. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a Jet- 
ter from Beverley Tuckerand William M. Overton, 
publishers of the Washington Sentinel, proposing 
to assume the contract relinquished by Robert 
Armstrong, for the publication of the proceedings 
of the Senate; which, 

On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, was referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 


COUNCIL BLUFFS, IOWA. 

On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 

sider the bill to lay off the town of Council Bluffs, 
which had been reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands, with an amendment in the form of 
a substitute, which proposes to direct the judge of 
the county court for the county of Pottawatomie, 
in the State of lowa, to enter certain lands men- 
tioned in the bill at the Land Office, by paying 
therefor at the rate of $1 25 per acre, under the 
terms therein mentioned; with the provision, how- 
ever, that it shall not affect preémption or any 
other rights which have accrued under any other 
act of Congress; and with the provision, also, that 
the entry shall be made within twelve months from 
the date of the passage of the bill, and that a patent 
shall issue therefor. 

The amendment was agreed to; the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate as amended, the amendment 
was concurred in, the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, and was read a third 
time and passed. 


BRUNSWICK, GEORGIA. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill making Brunswick, in the 
State of Georgia, a port of entry, and for other 
purposes. 

It proposes to direct that Brunswick, in the dis- 
trict of Brunswick, Georgia, shall be a port of 
entry for that district, that a collector shall reside 
there, and that Darien, in the district, shall bea 
port of delivery only, and that a deputy collector 
shall reside there. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The bill only proposes to 
change the port from one place in the district 
where it now is, to another—to make whatis now 
a portof delivery a port of entry, and what is now 
a port of entry a port of delivery. It is done in 
accordance with the recommendation of the Treas- 
ury Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


WELSH AND WELLS. 

On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, the bill for 
the relief of passed midshipmen*George P. Welsh 
and Clark H. Wells was read a second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. : 

It proposes to direct the proper accounting off- 
cers of the Treasury to pay Mr. Welsh $341 60, 
and Mr. Wells $342 93. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to know the 
grounds upon which that bill is presented. __ 
~ Mr. BRODHEAD. Thegrounds upon whieh 
these small amounts are claimed are stated in the 
report, which I ask may be read. : 

The report of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was accordingly read; from which it appears that 
Mr. Wells and Mr. Welsh were doing duty as 
passed midshipmen on board the Plymouth, the 

|| flag-ship of the East India squadron, in 194°, 





